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iS the Subject of the following Enquiry is of conſi- 

derable Importance in it ſelf ; ſo it is perhaps of 
| more upon account of the Conſequences, which Men 
generally draw from it: Foraſmuch as it is obſer- 
vable, that moſt Men determine their Thoughts 
concerning ſeveral other Matters of no ſmall Mo- 
ent; very much according as they ſettle this 
a Point in their Minds. It is alſo a Subject aboud 
which (in private Converſation) I have obſerved as many inquiſitive 
tho'tful Perſons to be in ſuſpence,as about almoſt any one controvertedPoint 
in Divinity: For ſuch Perſons frequently appear, on one band loath to 
give up 4 Doctrine, which they have been educated in the Belief of, 
and for which they have ſome conſiderable things to plead ; and yet on 
the other hand they ſeem hardly able to bear up againſt the Current of 
our Engliſh Writers of the preſent, and latter Part of the laſt Century, 
who are almoſt all againſt it. Moreover it is a Subject, which hath not 
been treated of, otherwiſe than incidentally (at leaſt ſo far as I have 
had Opportunity to obſerve) in any Book now commonly paſſing among us. 
By theſe Conſiderations I have been induced to hope, that the publiſhing 
of the following Pages might prove both acceptable and profitable to 
many ſerious Enquirers into the important Truths of divine Revelation. 


When this Subject firſt fel in my Way on my publick Tueſday 
Lefure, I was very much in ſuſpence about it my ſelf. Aud therefore, 
for my own Satisfaction, as well as for the Satisfaction of thoſe who were 
to hear me, I determined, by the Help of God, to collect the principal 

Things 1 could meet with in others, on beth Sides of the Queſtion ; to ſet 
them one over againſt another in the moſt likely Manner to caſt a Light 
on the Controverſy ; to add all the Force 1 might find my ſelf able, to 
the Argument on each Side; and then, to make up an impartial Judg- 
ment upon the whole, according to the Light that God ſhould give = 
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- This Method almoſt neceſſarily Ted me to ſpeak, for the moſt Part, not 


in my own Name; but in the Name of the contending Parties : and 
prevented me from delivering any abſolute Judgment of my own, till near 
rhe End of my laſt Diſcourſe upon the Subject. The ſame Method, for 
the ſame Reaſon, I remember I have gone into upon one other Controverſy, 
and I think never upon more than one: which I mention here, only that 
I may correct a Miſtake, which I underſtand ſome have fallen into about 
my Conduct in theſe Lectures; as if it were à common thing with me, 
only to exhibit the Opinions and Arguments of other Men upon controver- 
ted Points ; and keep my own to my ſelf. A Miſtake, which I chari- 
tably ſuppoſe ſome may have too raſbly gone into themſelves, and reported 
ro ot bers, upon their hearing only now and then a Diſcourſe on a Subject, 
without giving themſelves the Trouble of attending the whole Series 0 

the Argument upon it. But to return from this Digreſim, n, 


When 1 began in my private Lectures onWedneſday and Thurſday 
Mornings to explain the Weſtminſter Confeſſion of Faith to my 
Pupils, this Subject was quickly bro't in my Way again, by the Article 
prefixed to the following Enquiry, I then carefully review'd, what I 
had formerly ſaid upon it at my publick Lecture; and (having the Ad- 
vantage of ſome Books which I had not ſeen at that Time) tho" 1 found 
n Reaſon to change the Opinion which I had ſettled before, yet 1 found 
Reaſon to leave out many things which I had formerly offered, and to 
ſubſtitute many others in the Room of them, which I tho't to be of more 
Importance. So that this Enquiry, as it now appears, is, 1 ſuppoſe, 
more than on? half altered from what was deliver'd at my publick 
Lecturer. However by having them before me, I was led inſenſibly 
into the ſame Method (th I had not the ſame Reaſon for it now, which 
T had then) of ſpeaking generally in the Name of the adverſe Parties, 
and not in my own. If any Reader already acquainted with the Con- 
troverſy ſhould be offended at this, becauſe he may meet with diverſe 
Things, which may appear new to him upon the Subject, I deſire he 
would conſider this little Tract, as of much the ſame Nature with 4 
Dialogue, in which the ſuppoſed Speakers are a Calviniſt and an Armi- 
nian. And into this Form I ſometimes tho't Yo have caſt it before I made 
it public; but the diſtreſſed Circumſtances of my Family for more than a 
Twelve Month paſt, til ver) lately, and the broken State of vy own 
Ilealth, for a conſiderable Part of the Time, have forbidden my proſecu- 


tins that Deſign. | 


I hope no Man will have Reaſon to complain, that I have father'd 
any thing upon either Party inconſiſtent with their avowed Principles; 
or that I have concealed any Part of the Strength of either, with reſpect 
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dene either of theſe things in any Inſtance, it hath been for want of betten 
udgment ; and not for want of ſincere Intentions. 


* 


If any ſhould think is range. that- I don N abſolutely declare my own 
Opinion upon the Merits of the Canſe, till I come near to the Concluſion 
of the whole Matter (beſide what I have already ſaid to preventSurpriſe, 


e Offence at this) I pray them to confider, that they themſelwes will 


probably reap a doubie Advantage from it, as they will find themſelves 
hereby drawn. on to weigh the Argument on both Sides with leſs Preju- 
alice, and more Attention, whatever their previous Opinion may be: 
Ard if it ſball pleaſe God to ſucceed this Eſſay ſo far; as ts reduce on 
that are wandering from the Truth ; or to ſettle the Minds of any that 
are wavering about it, I ſhall have my Deſire, ana 1 hope God wil 
have the Glory, wn | IE 


7 ſhall add no viere, but my earneſt Requeſt for the Readers Prayers, 


that God would graciouſly lead me from Time to Time into a clear Appre- 
en ſion of divine Truths; that he would enable me to repreſent them to 
| the Satisfaction and Eſtabliſhment of theſe, who will probably hereaſter 


be the Diſpenſers of them, to his People thro the Land; and that be 
would firengthen me to bear the great Application, which "my own In- 
ft 7 and the Importance of the Duties of the Traft repoſed in ma, 
cal for. | 1 * | p 3 


Cambridge, Sepr, t. EE | 


Edward Wiggleſworths 
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72 Advertiſement. 
\ HE Reader is deſird th take Notice, That 
upon a Review. of the following Sheets, as 15 
they came from the Preſs, I am apprehenſive - 
* that I may have miſtaken the Meaning of one Paſ- 
=” ſage cited from Mr. Chubb, p. 52. His Words are, 
= ey had tranſgreſſed the Law of Nature, or the Law Ir 
13 given to Noah. When I was writing, 1 ſuppoſed, 
4 that by the Law of Nature, or the Law given to Noah, 
he intended the ſame thing. And upon ſuch a 
Suppoſition, when I came to rehearſe this Paſſage, 
p. 60. I do it in the following Words, the Law of 
Nature given ts Noah, as this Gentleman ſpeaks; and In 
upon it I remark in the Margin, He ſbould have fad 
given to Adam, unleſs be thinks the Men of the old 
World were not Sinners. But I am now ſenſible, that 
Mr. Chubb's Words may admit of another Meaning, 
that he might intend the Particle or disjunctively, 
as if he had ſaid, They had tranſgreſſed, either rhe 
Law of Nature, or the Law given to Noah. And if 


this was his Intention (as it might be, tho I am not { 
ſatisfied it was) then my Marginal Note above f 
mentioned is groundleſs; but ſtill the Argument a 


= in the Body of the Page holds alike good againſt 
„ him, which ever way he intended the above cited 
Expreſſion. 
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| POSTERITY: 


[In ſeveral Lectures upon the Confeſſion of raub 
. by the Reverend Aﬀembly of D 
at Meſtminſter, 


CHAP. VI. Article z. 

They being the Root of all Mankind. the 
Guilt of this Sin was imputed, and the 
ſame Death in Sin and corrupted Na- 
ture conveyed to all their Pofterity, e- 
| ſeending fron them is alen Genera- 


1 = 5 e N che preceeling Article we bad an 
Account of the unhappy Conſe- 
TEWY quences of the Sin of eating the for- 
| Cy bidden Fruit, to our firſt Parents 
I Nh 4 themſelves, namely, That by this Sin 

220 - they fell from their originalRighteeuſneſs 
17 damm wich God, and ſo became dead in Sin, 
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end wholly. defiled in all their Faculties and Powers of 0. 
Soul and Body. In the Article now before us we are WG 
told, what Miſchiefs the ſame Sin hath bro't'upon | 
their Poſterity alſo ; viz. That they being the Root of 


all Mankind, the Guilt of this Sin was imputed, and the G 
ſame Death in Sin and corrupted Nature conveyed to all ED 
ther Poſterity deſcend ing from thein Y or dinary Genera mn 


tion. In which Words we may take Notice of three ¶ th 


Things, viz. 1 VI 

= a 
I. Dat the Guilt of the Sin of our *farfs Parents, ij ev 
eating the forbidden Fruit, was imputed. © And. or 


II. That the ſame Death in Sin and corrupted Nature lo 
which befell our firſt Pa rents upon their eating this Fruit, in 
was conveyed to all their Poſterity deſcending from them va 
by ordinary Generation. Aud on 


a | BASIL? SYS ING an 
III. That one Ground ef both theſe, was their. being 
the Root of all Mankind, , _ i 

I That the Guilt of the: Sin of out" firſt Parents," 

egting the forbidden Fruit, was imputed. ta all theirPoſtexity 
deſcending from them by ordinaryGener ation. The Article 

ſays, To all their Poſterity by ordinury Generation," that 
it may not include our bleſſed Saviour Fefys:Chiif 
who was conceived in the Womb of the Virgin m. 

Mary, not by Virtue of the Blefling pronounced on po 

our firſt Parents before the Fall, Be fruirful and mu de; 

ziply, &c ; but by Virtue of the Promiſe after the 

Fall, concerning the Seed of the Moaman, « which "ſhould 

bruiſe the Serpent's Head: And therefore he did not 
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deſcend from our firſt Parents in the Way of er, G1 

nary Generation; but was formed of the Subſtarice ol «e 

his Virgin Mother, by the Power of God, as imme- 

diately, and in a Way as extreordinary.as Adam him- 

iclt was formed out of the Duſt of the Ground. n 6 
which © 


Jmputation of Adam's faſt Sin: 3 


which Account he was no more liable to have the 
Guilt: of the Sin of our firſt Parents imputed, or a 
corrupted Nature from them conveyed to him 
than a new World | of Men would be, ſhould 
[God create them out of nothing, or out of the 
E Duſt of the Ground; which would be no amore 
Emiraculous or ſupernatural, than it was to Norm 
the human Nature of Chrift in the Womb of a 
Virgin. Now as Perſons fo formed, would not be 
Wconcerned in our firſt Parents Sin, or Fall, what- 
ever Similitude there might be of Nature; even fo 
our Saviour was not concerned therein. And as 
Jan Argument that his extraordinary and miracu- 
lous Conception exempted him from any Concern 
in the Sin and Fall of our firſt Parents, it is obſer- 
vable that the Angel, who gave the firſt Intimati- 
Won hereof, when he tells the bleſſed Virgin his Mo- 
ther, Luk. i. 35. That the Holy Ghoſt. ſhould come upon | i 
ber, and the Power of the Higheſt ſhould overſhadow her, 
fays alſo, Therefore that holy Thing that ſhall be born of 
thee, ſhall be called the Son of God: thereby implying, 
that in his firſt Formation he was holy, and conſe- 
quently had no Concern in the Guilt of the Sin of 
our firſt Parents, or in the Corruption of Nature 
tranſmitted from them to their Poſterity, becauſe of 
the manner of his Formation orConception. Thus 
much I thought needful to premiſe about the Im- 
portance of that Expreſſion, To all their Poſterity 
deſcending from them by ordinary Generation. 


Tune next Thing muſt be to enquire into the 
BY Meaning and Truth of the Aſſertion, viz. That the 
8 Guilt of the Sin of our firſt Parents in eating 2 

een Fruit was imputed to all their Poſtertty ſe deſcend- 
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1 An Enquiry into the Tn 


imputed ? The Reverend Aſſembly which drew up 
haveDeen curious concerning this Matter. Fot 
tho' in the Article at this time under our Conſide- 
ration, they expreſs themſelves ſo, as to include the 
Guilt of the Sin of Eve, as well as that of Adam; 

et in both their Catechiſms they refer the Guilt of 
Martina to the Sin of Adam only, ſaying that all 
Mankind ſinned in bin, and fell with bim in his 
firſt Tranſgreſſion And tho' it be manifeſt from 
the Scriptures, that Eve tho't herſelf under the 
fame Prohibition which Adam was, with reſpect to 
theTree of the Knowledge of Good and Evil, when 
ſhe told the Serpent, Gen. 111. 2, 3. We may eat of the 
Fruit of the Trees of the Garden ; but of the Fruit of the 
Tree in the midſt of the Garden, God hath ſaid, Ye ſhall 
not eat of it, neither ſhall ye touch it, leſt ye die: And 
though it ſeems alſo evident from the Sentence 
paſſed upon her for her Sin, Gen. iii. 16. That ſhe 
was not miſtaken in her Apprehenſions about the 
Extent of the Divine Prohibition : Yet it is to be 
obſerved, that the Scriptures of the New Teſta- 
ment, generally if not always, ſpeak of the unhappy 
Conlequences of the firſt Tranſgreflion, as the 
Fruits of the Sin of Adam only. Thus they tell us, 


by one Man Sin entred into the World, and that by one 
an s Diſobedience many were made Sinner. . I ſhall 
chooſe therefore to follow theStile of theScriptures, 


——_— — 


— 


— 
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1 x Cor, 45. 21, 22. 1 Rom. 5. 12, 19· 15 : \ 
: | bid 


Ing from them, And here T ſhall not be ſollicitous 
to examine, whether it was the Guilt of the Sin of 
beth our Pf Parents, or of Adam only, which was fo 3 


the S of Faith now before us, ſeem not to 
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That by Man came Death, that in Adam all die ; that 


rather than that of the Article before us, and ſpeak 
of it as the Guilt of the Sin of Adam in eating the for- 


Imputation of Adams firſt Sin, 5 


= bidden Fruit, which was imputed to all bis Poſterity 
Leſcending frombim by ordinary Generation. 8 
Now to come at the Meaning of this Aſlertion, 
we may obſerve; 1 F % 
That Guilt is an Obligation on 4 Perſon to ſuffer de- 
W ſerved Paniſhment for Sin. It takes its Riſe from Sin, 
and leads to Puniſhment as a thing deſerved by it. 
so that to be guilty of Sin, is to be bound over to 

| Puniſhment for it. And to have the Guilt of any 
Sin imputed, is for the Perſon to whom it is im- 
puted to be ſome way or other juſtly liable to 
& Puniſhment on the Account of it. And there- 
fore for the Guilt of the Sin of Adam to be imputed 
to his Poſteriry, is for them to be bound to ſuſtain 
the Penalty of it. Adam's Sin is become theirs,and 
that in the full Demeric of it, ſo far as it is a 
Tranſgreſſion of the Law, and Breach of the 
© Covenant : And it brings his Poſterity under the 
© Deſert of the Wrath of God, and they are legally 
© accounted Sinners. Though they have not com- 
© mitted. Sin in their own Perſons ; yet becauſe 
© their Perſons were legally in him, as the Perſon 
of the Debtor is in the Surety, or the Perſon of 
the Prince in the Ambaſlador ; hence it is all put 
© down -upon their Account, as legally as it is upon 

Adam's. They ſtand forth as —— and 

are bound to anſwer for that Sin. His Act of 
* Treaſon hath tainted all his Blood and Poſterity 
| © deriving from him 4. 


* 


3 Thus the Imputation of the Guilt of Adam's firſt 
Sin to his Poſterity is explained by the Aſlertors 
of it. But concerning the Truth of this Doctrine, 
we may oblerve, without looking back to Antiquit), 
3 
Ss Willard's Cat: Leh p. 196 
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s An Enquiry into the Truth of the 
that there hath been great Diſputing in later time | 


between the Diſciples of Arminius and others upon 
one Hand, and the Divines commonly calledCalviniſts i 
on the other: I ſay the Divines commonly called Cal: 
viniſts, becauſe I think the celebrated Calvin himſelf Wh 
in the Chapter of Original Sin in his Inſt itution WW 
ſays nothing expreſly of the Imputation of Adam's Wy 
firſt: Sin to his Poſterity. Nor do I find, that his Opi- 
nion concerning this Matter can be gathered from 
his other Mritings, by any thing but pretty remote 
and doubt ful Conſequences. ® However thoſe Di- 
vines, who are in the ſame Sentiments with Cal- 
vin, in moſt other Points, are generally agreed in 
the Belief of this Doctrine. But the Truth or 
Falſehood of it is not to be determined by the Au- 
chority of Names, but by the Strength of the Rea- 
— for, or againſt it. And therefore I ſhall pro- 
ceed, e ee 
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1. To ſlate the Lueſtion ; that we may form a2 
right Notion of the Point in Diſpute. Ane ü 
2. I ſhall exhibit the principal Argaments and Ob- 
jections of the contending Parties for and againſt the Im- 
put at ion of Adam's firſt Sin to all bis Polerit by ordi- 


nary Generation. 


1. Then, Concerning the State of the Queſtion it is to 
be obſerved, | N —_— 

I. That the Diſpute is not, Whether the Sin of Adam 
is ſaid to be imputed to us, becauſe that by Reaſon of 


PEI CEE 


_ 


I am ſenſible that Turetine Jabours bard in his Inſtitutions, Po. 
Vol. 1. p. 691. to prove that Calvin held the Doctrine of Wn 
the Imputation; but the Paſſages cited by him ſor that Pura 
pole from Calvin Writings don't appear go me ſufficien 

e put, the Matter onz of Denz: „„ 


origin. 


Impitation of Ae n — 3 


. ri gina Sin dwelling in 3 ets be treat 4 — 
0 1 | 2 bad committed Adams Io our 882 But; 
ls £ Wor the ana} Sin of Adam ig really ſo imputed unte uh 


. i chat pon the Account of it all are deemed guilty, and 

il WIE. fe P unifoment' for it, or at leaſt ave" li- 

d * fo ro do. Again © Ache Coluinife obſerrelþ. 

1 2. That the Puniſhment which 154 Sts of Adam 

m 3 y N on us, is either Privative or Poſitive. That the FAM 
te 9 r is the want and Privation of original gti 

i. umneſs; and the later is Death, both temporal 

/- ad eternal; and in general, all thoſe Evils to 

in yich Sinners are obnoxious. Now ſay they; theo 


e peſitive Puniſhment neceſlarily from the very 
. 14 40 of the Thing follow]. por the pri uti de, 
ieſs the Mercy of God interpoſe and prevent; 
ke it —_ by no Means to be confounded with 
i . For che Imputation of the Sin of Adam is the 
4 Wmcdiate Cauſe of the priivarive Funiſhment, or A 
| 4 che loſs of original Righteouſneſs ; and theres" F 
ee is of neceſſity in order of Nature antecedent 4 


2 d any Conſideration of our natural Corruption: 
;- nereas we cannot be obnoxious to the poſtti ve Pun- 
— | | hment, or to temporal and eternal Death, till after 

7e are born wich a corrupt Nature derived n 
| dam down to us: And therefore this poſitive 
0 


| I uniſhment being conſequent: upon che bered itary / 
Porruption of our Natures; may poſſibly hàwe an 


. mediate Reſpe& to that; and fo be founded l 
7 ly remotely in the Imputation of Adam's firſt 
f In a Word, what the Calvinifs maintain 1, 

q 3 That the firſt actual Sin of Adam is imputed to all bls 2 
ſs p x Fed by ordinary Generation, RY to 5 R- 4 4 
wed | 1 7 — ; — 5 
7 IM © Vid. r Vol r 6. m. Ne 


WY , * 4 4 
r 
> 


2 : p 9 » . 5 
NN 5 . * ; . q 
4 8 * 8 . ; 
8 K 4 * 20 * 4 = 
*, 4 4 A * k i 0 
; ag" . wn — . 383 ; : 
«3 4 10 835 — 2 © b od 1 — 8 
3 ; pF" 8 '% | A 
6 #5 j GS 2 | 9 : T ia 
"= | 7 DW, Cd 5 : | 1 
5 4 of 4 * 7 P * * * 2 2 * 6: * 
. 1 . 'S * = % a ud 1 0 SP 1 9 2 1 U "Ai of b 
£ , * S : * 5 * £28 


ward to the Corruption. of human Nature. On the other 
Fand their Adverſaries, either deny any Imputation 
at all, or admit only ſuch an Imputation as is 
conſequent upon à view of the hereditary Cor- 


ruption derived to us from Adam, and as is founded 
in it. For ſome of them f judge, that by a Par- ay 
ticipation of this Corruption, we communicate 


with Adam in his Sin, and habitually conſent to it, 
and therefore deſerye to be reckoned Sinners toge- 
ther with him for it. But theſe Things may ſuffice | 
for the State of the. Lueſtion in diſpute. - It is 
time that I now proceed to the ſecond Thing pro- 

poſed, which was, 5 75 ps 8 


2. Toexbibit the principal Arguments and Objecti- 
ons of the comtending Parties for, and againſt the Imputa« 
tion of Adam's firſt Sin to all his Poſterity by ordinary 8 


of; buman Nature: 


ow I ſhall do this with all the 


Impartiality and Exactneſs I am able, and therefore 
ſhall not ſcruple to uſe, their very Words, when- 


ever Icannort fully expreſs their Senſe more clearly, 
or more briefly, in Words of mine W n. 3 


I ſay the principal Arguments and Obje&ions, becauſe i 


I don't intend to colledt all that has been urged on 
one Side or the other upon this Subject; but only 


lies. And therefore we may diſmiſs,  - 


1. On the Side of the Calviniſts. | 


to ſhow where the chief Strength of each Par ty 9 


1. The Argument from the Viſitation of the Iniquities 
of the Fathers upon the Children, of the Prince upon the 
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People, & c. Becauſe the Diſparity in the Caſes is 
too great for any ſolid Argument to be drawn from 
one to the other: The viſiting the Iniquities of the 
Fathers upon the Children, or of the Prince upon 
che People, is only by inflicting temporal Puniſhments 
upon them. It is not pretended that any Man is 
puniſhed i» the World to come, for the Sins of his Fa- 
Ether or his Prince: And in this World, no Man 
vho knows the Difference between moral Good and 
vil, ſuffers more, or indeed fo much, as his own 
Iniquities deſerve, Now certainly God may take 
What Occaſion he pleaſes to puniſh any Man leſs 
than his own Sins deſerve, without the leaſt Suſpi- 
cion of Injuſtice or Severity. But this won': at 
ll vindicace the divine Juſtice in puniſhing thoſe 
ternally, who have never ſinned in their own Per- 
ons, ſuch as Infants, Ideots, &c. 


== 2: e may likewiſe diſmiſs the Argument from 
be Imputation of the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt to 
Believers, confidering it ſimply in ut ſelf. For we 
aſily enough conceive, how God, in the Riches 
ff his Grace, may transfer Merit and Bleſſings 
rom one Perſon to many; this being a Diſpenſati- 
on of Mercy, where all is free, and ſuch a Method 
Is taken as may beſt declare the Goodneſs of God. 
Mut in the Imputation of Sin and Guilt, which are 
Natters of {tritJuſtice,it 1s quite otherwiſe. Grace 
= . . . . 
may give that to a Man, which is not his due; but 
uſtice cannot : for Grace beſtows a Bleſſing on the 


1 . 
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Vndeſerving; but Juſtice exacts Puniſhment only 
pft him who deſerves it. | 


I obſerve theſe Things of this Argument, only 
thus ſimply conſider d: For if we view it in an- 
other Light, viz. by the Oppoſition in which the 
pln of Adam, and the 3 of it, are ſet in Scrip- 

| ture 


10 An Enquiry into the Truth of the 
ture to the Effects and Benefits of Chriſt's Death; 
particularly in our Juſtification thro him, in which 
there is an Imputation of the Merits and Effects of 
his Deatb, which are thereby transferred to us; in 
this Light ( I ſay ) it will deſerve a great Attenti- 
on, which ſhall accordingly be given to it here- 
nr, 
2 5 | 

2, Me may alſo diſmiſs the Illuſtration of this Doctrine 
( for I think it is hardly pretended to be an Argument ) 
taken from Levis being ſaid to have payed Tithes in 
Abraham, for that he was yet in the Loyns of his Father 
hem Melchiſedec met him. | 

For, 

1. * The Apoſtle introduces the Paſſage referr d to as a 
more harſh Illuſtration, with the ſoftning Form of Speech, 
as I may ſo ſay. | 

And, 

2. This Argument, if it may be conſider d as one, 
proves too much. For it will unavoidably follow 
from it, ſo far as it hath any reaſonable Foundati- 
on, not only that the firſt Sin of Adam, but all his 
other Sins, with all thoſe of our Progenitors, in a 
ſucceſſive Order from him, ought to be charged upon 
us: For we were in the Loyns of them all. 

Again, | 

2. On the Arminian Side, we may fairly diſmiſs all 
thoſe Arguments by which the learned Dr. Whitby and 
others labour to prove, that Adam's fr Sin was not 
every Man's perſonal Sin, and was not conſented to by 
every Mans perſonal Will, &c For in theſe Argu- 
ments they fight with a Man of Straw, indeed I 
believe not of their own making, but beſure not ſet 
up by the later Calviniſts, and which, I think, they 


—_— 
— 


+ Heb. 7. 9, 1% * Dr, Fiddes Vol. I. P. 3: | 
won't 


WM won't at all envy them the Pleaſure and Triumph of 


aiſclaimed by the more eminent Calviniſts of later 
Times, and ſome of them I ſuppoſe much older 
than the learned Doctor. I ſhall mention but two 
or three, viz. | 


alienæ, vel propriæ. Aliquando imputatur nobis, &c. 


gquia agitur de Peccato ab Adamo commiſſo, non 4 
7 Mi N. obis ” 


non conſiſtit in mera Putatione, qua Deus putet 
EFeadifragium Protoplaſtorum, non ab ipſis tantum 
perpetratum fuiſſe, ſed actualiter et perſonaliter eti- * 
am ab omnibus eorum Poſteris ; eſſet enim in hoc Er- + BH 
5 | ror manifeſtus. > 
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knocking down. For the Principle againſt which 
the Arguments of this ſort are levell'd, is expielly 


I. Tirreſtine , who ſays, © Imputatio vel eſt Rei | ' | 


Hic vero agitur de iſta Imputatione non de illa, 


2. Van Maſtricbt , whoſe Words are, “ Imputatio 


I ſhall only add one Paſſage more, 

3. From our late Rev. and learned Mr. Preſident 
Willard * who ſays, © That the Poſterity of Adam 
have not committed bis Sin in their own Perſons ; but 
only becauſe their Perſons were legally in bim, as 
the Perſon of the Debtor is in the Surety, hence it 
is all put down upon their Accounts as legally as it is 


> 8 / 


upon Adams. 


From theſe Paſlages of three ſuch zealous Aſ- 
ſertors of the Imputation of Adam's Sin, I think it 
plain, that ſuch fort of Arguments as theſe above- 
mentioned, confute nothing, but what the Calviniſts 
(of later Times at leaſt) deny, as well as their Ad- 
verſaries. : 
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But *tis time to paſs on to Things of more Impor- 


| tance on both Sides of the Queſtion. And here, 


I. The Calvini/ts who affirm the Imputation of 


"Adam's firſt Sin to all his Poſterity by ordinary Ge- 


neration, antecedently to any Regard to the Cor- 
ruption of human Nature, lay the Foundation of 
this Doctrine in the Covenant of Nature, or Works, 
between God and Adam. For they maintain 


1. That when God had created Adam, he entred into a 
Covenant of Life with him, upon Condition of perfect 
Obedience forbidding him to eat of the Tree of the Know= 
lelge of Good and Evil upon Pain of Death, 


2. That the Life promiſed, and the Death threatned in 
this Covenant, was not only natural, but ſpiritaal and 


erernal. And 


3. That this Covenant was made with Adam, not only 


for himſelf, but for all bis Peſterity by ordinaryGenerat;on. 


. They maintain, That when God had created 
Adam, he entred into a Covenant of Life with bim, up- 
on Condition of perfect Obedience, forbidding him to eat 
of the Tree of the Knowledge of Goed and Evil, upon 
Pain of Death. The Continuance of Life upon Con- 
dition of perfect Obedience, (lay they) was impli- 
Citely promiſed in the threatning of Death only in 
Caſe of Dilobedience. For to threaten Man with 
that in caſc of Diſobedience, which muſt have be- 
fallen him whether he diſobey d or no, ſeems utter- 
ly irreconcilable, either with the Wiſdom or with 
the] Sincerity of his Sovereign : I might add, with 
his Goodnzis and his Juſtice too; for a threat- 
ning of Death only in caſe of Diſobedience, muſt 
naturally lead Man to expect Life, fo long as he 

| perlevered 
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ſevered in his Duty. And this wou'd have been 
d encourage him to Obedience, with the reaſon- 


_ 
_ 
wo 
if 1 
1 
9 
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ie Expectation of a Benefit, which yet God never 
ended he ſhould reap by it; if notwithſtanding 

ecrſexerance in perfect Obedience, Death muſt at 
cgch have ſeized upon him. | 


The ſame Thing may be further argued from theſe 
ages of Scripture which repreſent Sin, as what intro- 
uced Death into the World. By one Man Sin entred in- 
tribe World, and Death by Sin, lays the Apoſtle, Rom. 
12. And leſt any ſhould ſurmiſe, that Death 1s 
id to have entred into the World by Sin, only becaule 
pat by means of that, it made an earlier Entrance 
Pan otherwiſe it would have done; and not be- 
uſe it wou'd not have centred at all, if Man had 
ot ſinned ; we therefore read in the next Chapter, 
er. 23. That the Wages of Sin is Death, but the Gift of 

Bod is eternal Life, thro Feſus Chriſt our Lord, Upon 


aſonably think, that Man now in his lapſed State 
= ight obtain eternal Life without the Gift of God thro' 
eſus Chriſt our Lord; as that Adam, had he conti- 
Nued in a State of perfect Obedience, ſhould have 
ffered Death, the Wages of Sin. If Death not only 
tred into the World by Sin, but was the proper Wages 


14 An Enquiry into the Truth of the 


for the Confirmation of this Promiſe, there was — 4 3 
Tree of Life in the midſt of the Garden, of which Jane p : 
before he ſinned, might have eaten if he pleaſed, and 
lived forever, or had immortal Life ſecured to him. 


- They maintain, That the Life promiſed, and *. 8 
Death threatned in this Covenant, were not only natura, 1 6 
but ſpiritual and cternal. And here, = 


1. That the Death threatned was not only naterad | 3 
but /piritual and eternal, they ſay, is evident, becauſe 1 
che Loſs of original Righteouſneſs, and the Corrup- 9 
tion of Nature conſequent upon it, is call'd i 1 
Scripture, Death in Treſpaſſes and Sins ( a); and be. 1 


cauſe this ſpiritual Death is the Conſequence of 6. 


firſt T e of our grand Parents, as appears 
from whar the Apoſtle tells us, Rom v. 19. That 8m 


one Man's Diſovedience many were made Sinners. 


And if [piritual Death was included in the Threat. 
ning, , they argue that eternal Death muſt be ſo too; 
becauſe cverlaſting Miſery, in a greater or leſs De. 
Free, to a Creature made for everlaſting Duration, 
is a neceſſary Conſequence of its Loſs of the Image 
and Favour of God ; unleſs prevented by the Reſto- 
ration of them, or ſufpended to make Way for it. 


And to this they add, That the Scriptures tell 
us, that the Wages of Sin is Death, in Oppoſition to 
that eternal Life, which is the Gift of God, Rom. vi. 23. 
Now this intimates, that ſuch a Death as is commen- 
ſurate in Duration to erernal Life, is as properly the i 
ages of Sin, as eternal Life is the Gift of God. For i 

tho the Addition of the Word eternal, makes the Wl 


— 1 
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Signification 
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Wienification of the one more expreſs than of the 
dan Irher, yet where they are both mentioned without 
,and iat Addition, no doubt is to be made, but that they 
him, Ire ſo to be underſtood: As when it is ſaid, (6) 
hat to be carnally minded is Death, but to be ſpiritu- 
2 th Wy minded is Lite and Peace; and (c) believing we 
ve Life thro' his Name; and (d) ye will not come 
7 me, that ye may have Life. Now if Death in this 
enſe is the proper Wages of Sin, no doubt can 
e made but that this fort of Death was included 
h the Threatning. 


rup- | : 
| 1 2. If the Death threatned to Adam in caſe of Diſo- 


edience included in it, not only natural Death or 
ee ſeparation of Soul and Body ; but ſpiritual 
cars eat h or the Loſs of original Righteouſneſs, and the 
#T orruption of Nature conſequent upon it; and eter- 
Death or Miſery : Then, ſay they, we muſt ſup- 
ole, that not only the Continuance of Man's natural 
eat- e; but alſo of his moral Rectitude; of bis Intereſt in 
pd Senſe of the divine Favour ; and eternal Hap- 

neſs ; were all implicitly promiſed to him, upon 
Condition of perfect Obedience. For the Conti- 
nuance of ali that Life was implicitly promis'd up- 
n Condition of perfect Obedience, which was op- 
voſite to the Death threatned in caſe of Diſobedi- 
Fence. Now theſe are the Things contrary to theEvils 
Included in the threatning of Death; and theſe are 
1 to he Things, which, upon his ſinning againſt God, 


21 Adam was actually deprived of, in Fulfillment of 
; < : 
en- that Threatning. 
the 
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the _ „ 

0 Rom. 8, 6. (e) John 20. 31. (4) John 5. 30, 


z The 


* N 6 * 
* * 2 2 "vx . „ 0 
: * * 9 a 2 N 3 u 
— 
. » 
* 4 1 
: * * * 


16 An Enquiry into the Truth of the 


3. The Calviniſts maintain, That this Covenant was 
made withAdam,not only for himſelf, but for all his Poſ- 
terity by ordinary Generation: That as he was to be the 
common Parent of Mankind, ſo he was conſtituted 
by God their Repreſentative allo : And that the Co- 
venant was made with him, ſo that if he had obey. 
ed, all his Poſterity ſhould have been happy thro' 
his Obedience ; but by his Diſobedience they were 
all to be eſteemed to have ſinned in him, his A& 
being imputed and transferred to them all. 


Now that this is true, that Adam was ſet in ſuch 
a publick Capacity to be the Repreſentative of his 


Poſterity, and act for them, they think to be manifeſt 
both from the Scriptures, and alſo from Fact &. Experi- 


ence. 
1. The Scriptures teach this * where the Apoſtle 


compares Adam with Chriſt, and makes the Parallel 
between them, Rom. 5. from Ver. 12 to 20. For as 
Chriſt was a publick Perſon, ſo was Adam; who there- 


fore is called the firſt Man, as Chriſt 18 the ſecond Man, 


x Cor. 15. 47. As if there was but theſe two Men in 
the World. The Reaſon is, becaule theſe were the 
Heads and Repreſentatives of all Perſons in the 
World; theſe comprehended and included all Men 


in them. 


So when it is ſaid, That in Adam all have ſinned, 


Rom. 5. 12 ; it muſt be underſtood of him, as he was 


the common Head and Repreſentative of all the 


Sons of Men: or elſe it might as well have been 


ſaid, In our immediate Parents we all ſinned ; but no 
Man aſſerts this, and for this Reaſon, becauſe our 
immediate Parents were not publick Perſons, and 
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Adam's Sin to all his Pofterity. I this Deprayity 


might be ſaid to have finned in our Father any 
Mother, rather than in Adam and Eve. This plainly 
ſhews that Adam was a Perſon that repreſented hig 
whole Race, and conſequently what he did ig 


were the Effect of natural Deſcent only, then a 


reckoned as done by them: The Sin which he com- 


mitted is legally reputed to be committed by ug 
all. For what a publick Deputy or Repreſentative 
doth, he doth not for himſelf only, but for others. 
Thus it appears from the Scriptures, that Adam wat 


{et in a publick Capacity to be the Repreſentative of his 


Poſtcrity, and act for them. And the ſame Thing the 
Calviniſts think to be alſo manifeſt, 8 


2. From Fact and Experience. Inaſmuch as We find 
natural and ſPiritual Death by the Sin of Adam bro't 
upon us all. And from ſpiritual Death follows A 
Incapacity for eternal Life, atid a Liableneſs tg eternd 
Miſery, which muſt at length enſue, unleſs God in 
Mercy prevent. And thus I have repreſented the 


Reaſoning of the Calviniſts upon this Head, from 


the Covenant of Nature or Works, with as mitch Per- 
ſpicuity as I cou'd, without drawing the Argument 
to a greater length. I muſt proceed now to take A 
View of what is objected to all this from the other 


Side. But firſt I ſhall premiſe, that to rhe whalg 
Doctrine of the Imputation of Adam's firſt Sin to hit 
Poſzerjity, the Arminians Object, | 


That it is no (mall Prejudice againſt thit 
Opinien, that it was ſo long before it appeared firſt in the 
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* Biſhop Burxer's Expoſi. of the 39 Arti. P. 119, 
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4 did not repreſent us, and much leſs all Mankind, 
| which is the Foundation of the transferring g 
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Latin Church, that it was never received in the Greek : 
and that even the Latin Church, tho perhaps for ſome ig- 
norant Apes it received it, as it did every Thing elſe very 
implicitely ; yet hath been very much divided both about 
this, and many other Opinions related to it, or ariſing out 


of it. 


Anſw. But this Obje&ion is grounded upon a Suppofe- 
tion, which their Adverſaries by no Means admit. 28855 1 
of them affirm, That the Catholick Church was al- 
2ays of their Opinion ; and endeavour to prove it by 
Teſtimonies from Ignatius to Auſtin. 


The Arminians again ſay, That all the Paſſages 
they alledge, are impertinent, or at leaſt, inſufficient MW 
to prove the Point. And ſo it happens in thisCaſe, MW 
as I think it does in all other diſputed Matters of 
Doctrine, that inſtead of being clear'd, they are ta- 
ther more perplex'd, by being referr'd to the Deci- 
ſion of Eccleſiaſtical Antiquity. The Reaſon of Ml 
which is, that in doctrinal Matters of Diſpute, + the WM 
Fathers of the earlier Centuries, before thoſe Thing 
began to be controverted in the Chriſtian Church, 
feldom ever ſpeak more determinately, and for the 
moſt part not ſo determinately, as the Scriptures do 
about them. And the Fathers of the following 
Centuries are of too little Authority, to have their 
Opinions depended on in Matters of Diſpute ; any 
farther than they ſupport them with ſufficient Rea. 
ſons. And from hence it comes to paſs, that by 
leaving the Scriptures, and appealing to Ecclefiaſti- 
cal Antiquity, for the Determination of ſuch Point: 
in Controverſy, a few learned Men are left at Liber- 3 
ty to contradict ons another as they pleaſe ; and all 
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the World beſide, who want Learning, Leiſure, or 

Librarys ſufficient, muſt contentedly remain igno- 
rant, which Party ſpeaks the Truth, and which 
denies it. 


Upon the whole, without being careful to exa- 
mine into the Senſe of Antiquity with reſpe& to 
the preſent Point, I am prone to think, that what 
Calvin obſerves concerning the Doctrine of heredita- 
ry Corraption, is equally applicable to the Caſe before 
us; Quod vetuſtiſſimi Ec cleſiæ Dottores obſcure tantum 
perſtrinxerunt hoe caput ; ſaltem minus dilucide quam 
par erat explicaverunt I: That the moſt ancient Dotfors 

W of the Church did but obſcurely glance at this Head; at 
leaſt that they explain d it leſs clearly than was meet. For 
it is very reaſonable to ſuppoſe, t hat the Queſtions 
concerning the Imputation and Propagation of original 
Sin, were not very accurately treated of by eccleſt- 
aſtical Writers, before aha gave Occaſion to 
examine thoſe Matters carefully, by affirming, that 
the Sin of Adam was meerly perſonal, and hurt no Body 
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Having premiſed theſe Things, I now proceed to 
che Objections levell'd more directly againſt the ſe- 
| veral Poſitions of the Calviniſtical Argument from 
the Covenant of Nature between God and Adam, 
which we have been taking a View of. And here 
a againſt the Truth of che firſt Poſition more eſpeei- 
ally, which is, 1 | 
That when God bad created Adam, be entred into g 
1 | Covenant of Life with im, upon Condition of perfect Obes 
== #dience, forbidding him to eat of the Tree of rhe Kno lege 
of Good and Evil upon Pain of Death. The Arminiang 
and others object, | 
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Object. Thar it ſeems very ſtrange, that a Thing 
bf ſo great Conſequence, as this ſuppoſed Covenant 
with Adam, as the Repreſentative Head of Man- 
kind, ſhou'd not be more plainly reported in the 
Hiſtory of the Creation; but that Men ſhould be 
put to fetch out the Knowlege of fo great, and ſo 
extraordinary a Thing, only by ſome remote Con- 
ſequences. | ; 


— The Calviniſts reply, 3 
Anſw. 1. That the Remoteneſs of a Conſequence 
don't prove it not to be genuine. However they 


think the Conſequences by which they deduce this 
Matter to be obvious and immediate, and to form a 


Chain which cannot be broken. And 


2 As for the ſacredHiſtorian's not ſpeaking plainer Wl 
about a Matter of ſuch Importance: this, they ſay, MW 
is not at all more ſtrange, than that he hath not 
ſpoken plainer about the Agency of the Devil in 


the Seduction of our firſt Parents; or about the 


Redemption of Mankind by Chriſt in the obſcure 7 
Promiſe of the Seed of the Woman. 1 


5 | mM 
T ſhall only add upon this Head, That the Diſpute 
Pug het fo be about Things, and Not about Words. And 15 
therefore, if it be certain, that God threatned Adam 


with Death in caſe of Diſobedience ; and if it be 


certain, that a Threatning of Death from God only 
zn caſe of Diſobedience, implied in it a Promiſe of | 
Life upon Condition of perfect Obedience; for the 

Confirmation of which implicit Promiſe, there was 
the Tree of Life in the midſt of the Garden, of «which 
Adam, before his Sin, might have eaten, if he had 
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WT plcaſed, and liv'd forever, or had immortal Life en- 
WW (ured to him: I ſay, if theſe Things are certain, it 


ther ſuch a Tranſaction can properly be call'd a 
Covenant, or no. It will be enough, notwithftand- 


WT ing what is, or can be objected againſt the Name, 


that God promiſed Continuance of Life to Adam upon 
Condition of Obedience, and threatued him with Death 
in caſe of Diſobedience. I pals now to the Objections 
againſt the ſecond Poſition of theCalvinifts, which is, 


Poſiti. 2. That the Life promiſed and the Death threat- 


I ned to Adam, was not only natural, but ſpiritual and 
eternal. Now this their Adverſaries utterly deny, 


and object, | 

= * That as it cannot be proved from Scripture, ſo it 
doth manifeſtly contradivt the expreſs Words of God; 

In-the Day that thou eateſt thereof, dying thou ſhalt die ||, 

Por that Phraſe, {ay they, frequently occurs in the 

= Law of Moſes, and always ſignifies Death temporal. 


Moreover, God gives this Reaſon of that Threat, 
For Duſt thou art, and untoDuſt ſhalt thou return f, which 
cannot in the leaſt relate unto the Soul. From 


XX whence they conclude, That that Sentence imports the 


Condemnation (they ſhould ſay, if they would con- 


= clude to the Purpoſe, That that Threatning imports 
the Death) not of the Soul, but of the Body only. 


= To which the Calviniſts reply, 


Anſw. 1. That that Sentence, Duſt thou art, and unto 


4 Duſt ſhalt thou return, is not given by God as a Reaſon of 


that Threatning, In the Day that thou eateſt thereof, dy- 


nung thou ſhalt die. There is not the leaſt Ground 


pI 


— 


E Waithy's Pref, P. 12, || Gun. 2: 17, f Gen. 3: 19. 96 
| 2 


p am c wo 


is of no Importance to the Diſpute before us, whe- - 
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for this Pretence ; as any Man may ſee, who will be 


ar the Pains of opening his Bible. The Truth of 
the Cale is only, That that Sentence, Duſt thou art, 
and unto Duſt ſhalt thou return, is pronounced upon 
Adam as one Part of the Puniſhment due to him for 
e.ting the forbidden Fruit, and therefore muſt be Part, 
and.can be no more than a Part of what was includ- 
ed in theThreatning, That in the Day that he eat there- 
of, dying be ſbould die. And therefore, though the 
Calwiniſts readily allow, that that Sentence, Duſt 
thou art, and unto Duſt ſhalt thou return, imports the 
Condemnarion, not of the Soul, but of the Body 
only; yet it won't from hence follow, that the 
Threatning, Ju the Day that thou eateſt thereof, dying 
thou ſhalt die, did not include ſpiritual & eternal, as well 
as temporal Death, but rather the contrary; becauſe 
the Sentence, Unto Duſt ſbalt thou return, manifeſtly 
intends but a Part of the Puniſhment included in 
the Threatning, Dying thou ſhalt die. AE 

or 

Anſw. 2. All that Death muſt be included in the 
Fhreatning, from which Adam was redeemed by the pro- 


ui ſad Seed of the Woman ; otherwiſe it would fol- 


low, that Part of the Danger, and that infinitely the 
greateſt Part too, to which Adam wou'd expoſe him- 


ſelf by ſinning againſt God, was concealed from him; 


which would be irreconcileable, either with the 
Wiſdom or Goodneſs of God: I might fairly add, 
with his Juſtice allo. Now if Adam was reſcued 
from ſpiritual and eternal Death, after he had ſin- 
ned againſt God, it muſt be by the promiſed Seed of 
the Women. For there neither 1s, nor ever was Sal- 
vation to apoſtate Man in any other, and therefore 
ſpiritual and eternal, as well as temporal Death 
muſt have been included in the Threatning. And 
from hence we may arne. 
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Anſw. 4. That tho' it may be true, that the Phraſe 
Dying thou ſhalt die, in the Law of Moſes, erdina- 
rily imports nothing more than temporal Death, yet it mon t 
from hence follow, that it never does; and particularly 
that it does not in the Threatning denounced againſt Adatity 
In the Day that thou eateſs thereof, 8c, For we Who 
have the Comment of the New-Teſtament to guide us 
in Underſtanding the Old, ought to be deter- 
min'd by it: And therefore, when we read Rom. 
6. 23. That the Wapes of Sin is Death, but the Gift of 
God is eternal Life, thro' Feſus Chriſt our Lord, we mu 
underſtand, that ſich a Death or Miſery as is com- 
menſurate in Duration to eternal Life, 1s as properly. 
the Wages of Sin, as eternal Life is the Gift of God. 
Now if Death in this Senſe, is the proper Wages of Sin, 
no doubt can be made, but that this Sort of Death 
was included in the Threatning. And if ſpiritual 
aud eternal Death were included in the Threatning 
in caſe of Diſobedience, then we muſt ſuppoſe, that 
the Continuance of ſpiritual even to eternal (as 
well as of natural) Life, was implicitly promiſed to 
Adam, upon Condition of perfect Obedience. For 
the Continuance of all that Life was implicitly 
promiſed upon Condition of perfe& Obedience, 
which was oppoſite to the Death threatned in caſc 
of Diſobedience. But the greateſt Conteſt of al 


is, concerning the third Poſition of the Calviniſts, vix. 


Poſiti. 3. That this Covenant, or this Promiſe of Life 
and Threatning of Death, was made to Adam, not only, 
for himſelf, but for all his Poſterity by ordinary Genera- 
tion. To which the Arminians and others object, 


Object. + That the Calviniſts have forged this Co- 
venant between God and Adam out of their own Brain to 


8 Dc, Whitby, P. 83. 


— * Es 


1005 2 


24 Au Enquiry into the. Fruth of the 
Juſtify this Imputation of his Sin to bis Poſeerity. 5 The 


Calviniſts reply for themſelves, 


Anſw: That it is a vain Thing to object againſt 
Fad}. That we all find by Experience, that all the 
Penalties to which Adam was doomed for his Sin, 
are come upon all his Poſterity. They all ear Bread 
in Sorrow, and the Sweat of their Face,and at length 
return to the Duſt as well as he. 

deemed frometernal Death or Miſery by the pro- 
miſed Seed of the Woman, ſo are they alſo, as many 


of them as eſcape it; which ſuppoſes that they were 
all rendered obnoxious to it by, Sin. 


Object. 2. It is objected, || That God is as much 
* by the Rectitude of his Nature, to deal cqually 
in charging the Guilt of Adam's firſt Sin upon no other. 


than him that actually committed it, and thoſe that were 


ſome way or other acceſſory to that Crime, as be is obliged to 
deal ſo with all other Sins and Sinners. And if we con- 
ſider Adam as a Head and Repreſentative to his 
Poſterity, it makes no Alteration in the Caſe, be- 
cauſe it was not his Poſterity, but Almighty God, 
which conſtituted that Relation; and therefore his 
Poſterity ought not, in Juſtice, to be Suffcrers by it. 
If the Body of Mankind: had choſen Adam to be 
their Head, and had given him Power and Authority 
to act in their Stead, and had undertook to be ac- 
countable for all he did, then indeed they had been 
juſtly chargable with his Fault; but when he is 
made their Head, by another, without their Conſent, 
and acts without their Appointment, his Fault can- 
not with any Colour of Juſtice and Equity, be char- 


ged upon them. How unequal muſt it be for us to 
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And if be was re- 
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be chargeable with that Guilt, which was contract- 
ed five thouſand Years before we were born? To 
We this the Calviniſts reply, 
Anſw. 1. That the ObjeRion it ſelf ſuppoſes, that 
the Guilt of Adam's firſt Sin may, i Equity, be 
charged upon all thoſe, 0 are ſome way or other ac» 
ceſſory to that Crime; and that the Author of the 
W Objection maintains |, That when any Perſon, by 
Wy adviſing, approving of, conſenting to, or not uſing his 
Endeavour to prevent the Sin committed by ano- 
ther; or any other Way makes himſelf an Acceſſory to 
another'sCrime, either before or after the Fact; fach 
Ws a Perſon may, in ſome Senſe, be ſaid to be guilcy 
of the Sin which is committed in and by thePerion 
of another, becauſe he becomes a Partner wich the 


che Sin of Adam is imputed to us, ( partly at leaſt ) 
= becauſe we conſent to his Diſobedience, we approve 
ef his Folly. Every Man naturally does this, and 
Wherefore he is chargeable with his Crime. This is 
= avifcſt from what we read, Rev. 18. 24. where it 
( ſaid of Babylon, (that myſtical Babylon which is 
Roe) that in ber was found the Blood of the Frophets, 
=> of Saints, & of all that were ſlain upon the Earth. But 
ow was it poſſible to find all this Blood, that is, the 
uilt of it in this one Place? The anſwer 1s, Thoſe 
ho are extremely bloody and batbarous, have all 


Fey are not actually guilty of them, becauſe their 
Approbation of all Blood and Murder renders them 


alc, by approving of Adam's Treſpaſs, we are in- 
errpreted to have the Guilt of it upon us. We all 
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1 Criminal in his Folly. Now ( ſay the Calviniſt ® 


humane Actions put upon their Account, though 


uilty of all. The like is to be ſaid in the preſent 


os 
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#6 An Enquiry ints the Truth of the 
of us by Nature allow of his Delinquency, we are 3 


inwardly pleaſed with ſuch Diſobedience, and i 
By our after Conſent we make it out own. f 
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| Nay, we not only approve of, and conſent to, 
bur actually commit the like Sins that our ſirſt Pro. 
genitors committed, and thereby we tell the 
World that we juſtify their Rebellion, and on that 
Account may juſtly be ſaid to be guilty of the 
ſame Offence with them. We daily queſtion God's 
Truth and Word, we disbelieve what he ſaith, we 
yield to Satan's Temptations, we are maſtered by 
our ſenſual Appetites, we act conttary to what God WW 
commands or forbids. Thus we actually run into 
thoſe particular Diſorders which Adam and E 
were carried away with at their Fall. Their Sin is 
acted over again by Mankind, which may convince i 
us how reaſonable it is that the Guile of it fflould 
be transferred to us. _—_— 


This may be further argued froni what our Savi- 
our told the Lawyers, Luke 11. 50, 51. That the Bl 
of all the Prophets, which was ſhed from the Foundation 
of the World, from the Blood of Abel, unto the Blood of 

Zecharias, ſhould be required of them. But how was 
all this Blood charged upon theſe Men, who lived 
in our Saviour's Time? The Anſwer is obvious, 
they were inwardly diſpoſed to all Cruelty & Vio- 
lence, and beſides that, they actually perſecuted 
and flew the Saints of God that were among them, 
and they fought the Blood of the innocent Lamb of 
God, and did nor reſt till they ſaw che Effuſion of 
it on the Croſs. This made them guilty before God 
of all the Blood {hed from Abel to Zecharias ; for by 
practiſing the like, they are reckoned to have done 
all that. With as good Reaſon then may we all be 
charged with Adam's Sip, as thoſe Fews were. chars; 3 

| | Je we 
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abſent Perſons, yea ſuch who are not born, ma 
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ed with all the Blood ſhed from Abel to Zecharias. 
We tread in the Steps of our firſt Parents, we fin as 
they did, and in the very ſame Inſtances, and there- 
fore it is not unjuſt with God to impute their Sin 
to us. Tho'we did not in Perſon act it, yet we have 


ſince by our daily Perpetrations of the ſame kind, 


approved of what they did, and we repeat the ſame 


Sort of Tranſgreflion thro' our whole Lives. This 
practical Approbation, and after Conſent to the Sin of 
our firſt Parents, renders the Imputation of their 


Fault accountable and reaſonable with reſpe& to 


all ſuch, as live to Years of Diſcretion, to diſtin- 
guiſh between moral Good and Evil, ſo far as they 
are made liable to poſitive Puniſhment hereby. Again, 
it is further anſwered, 5 ES 


Anſw. 2. That our not aòtually conſenting to the Covs- 
want whichGod made with Adam, is no Evidence that we 
are not obliged by it *. This we learn from what is 
recorded in Gen. 17. 2. &c. where 'tis ſaid, that God 
made aCovenant between Him & Abraham and bisSeed, 
and Circumciſion was the Seal of it ; and everyChild 
that was uncircumciſed, is ſaid to break this Covenant, 
ver. 14, Which he cou'd not be ſaid to do, unleſs he 
was obliged by it. Whence we rationally infer, that 
actual Conſent ( for ſuch cannot be in Children 109 
Infants ) is not neceſlary to this Obligation. F 5 

e 
Parties in a Covenant with God, as is clear from 
Deut. 29. 14, + where is mention of a ſolemn A- 
greement made between God and the People of ,. 
rael, and it is ſaid, Neither with you only do I make this 
Covenant and this Oath, but with bim that f andeib berz 
with us this Day before the Lord our God, and alſq 


_— 


only with thoſe who were in ſome other Place at 
that Time, but all the People that were to ſucceeg 
afterwards. The Covenant was made with the 1/- 
raelites and their Poſterity. And as for Covenants WW 

made between Man and Man at this Day, it is well 
known they include thoſe Perſons that are not in 
Being; and particularly Parents, when they make 
Contracts with others, oblige their Children and 
Heirs, even ſometimes before they are born, to keep 
the Conditions of theſe Contracts. It was not there- 
8 fore unjuſt that a Covenant ſhould be enter'd into 
bl, by our firſt Parents ſor themſelves, and for their ſuc- 
58 ceedivg Race, even all thoſe that were not in Being 
TY at that Time, And thus tis plain, that Adam's Sin WW 

F 1. is become ours, becauſe he contracted with God for 
1 us, as well as for himſelf. This fairly accounts for 
our Loſs of eternal Life and Happineſs by the Sin 

of Adam, becauſe the Promiſe of theſe was an Act 
Þ of God's free Bounty. + For no Man can pretend, 
13 that an innocent Creature which preſerves its Inte- 
*M grity, muſt for that Reaſon be advanced to the un- 
f peakable everlaſting Joys of Heaven. No Creature 
Can be profitable to his Maker, and an unprofitable 
Servant can merit no ſuch Reward. And whatGod 
$ was not obliged ( otherwiſe than by Promiſe) to 
1 . beſtow, tho Man had continued in the State of In- 

g 


nocency, he might, with all the Juſtice and Reaſon 
in the World; refuſe, when Men became diveſted of 
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5 their Innocency, and thereby forfeited all Pretences 
1 to that Happineſs (and loſt their Capacity for it 
1 which was promiſed upon Condition that our fir 
-3 Parents had continued in their primitive and origi- 
1 nal State of Righteouſneſs. This Method of di- 
I vine Providence is highly agreeable to the ordinary 


"my t Vid. Dir. Jenk'y, Vol. II. P. 243. Dr. Na, Vol. I. P. 301. 
2 2 : Proceedings 
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Proceedings of the civil Magiſtrate in this World ; 
where it is tho't no Injuſtice to exclude Children, 
on occaſion. of certain Crimes or Forfeitures in 
their Parents, from thole legal Rights, which other- 
wiſe would have deſcended co them by Inheritance. 
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Anſev. 3. The Objecti on before us allows, that if 
the Body of Mankind had choſen Adam to be their 
Repreſentative, and had given him Power and Au- 
thority to act in their Stead, and had undertook to 
== be accountable for all he did, then they had been 
= juſtly chargable with his Fault. Now, ſay the Cal- 
WS vinilts, bis being appointed by God, and not by the Body 
„W Mankind, to repreſent them, makes no Alteration inthe 
= Ca/e ; becauſe this Appointment was evidently in its own 

== N:ture for the Good and Advantage of Mankind, and was 
= what they themſelves would have conſented to or choſen, 
could it have antecedently been propoſed to them; as will 
be fully made to appear by the Anſwers to the next 
O Objection, which is, 5 


= fu. 
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3 Object. 3. |. That this pretended Covenant is impoſſi- 
= be, becauſe it would have been exceeding cruel, Jae 

= inconſiſtent with the Juice, Wiſdom and l of our 
== gracious God. For ſurely a good God in all his Co- 
venants with the Sons of Men deſigns their Good, 
Mor their Advantage; for ſoit is in all the other 
=X Covenants God ever made with Men; but God 
could not deſign the Good of Men by this Covenant, 
19 upon the foreſeen Event. For did not God know 
before this Compact, that it would only tend by the 
F all of Adam to the unavoidable Ruin of Myriads 
of Souls, which otherwiſe would have contracted 
no ſuch Guilt, and therefore would have been ob- 
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noxious to no ſuch Miſery, had not this Covenant 
been made? How therefore could he gontrive and 
make ſuch a Covenant, without being willing that 
ſo many Men and Infants ſnould be forever miſer- 
able by it, ſince he who wills the Cauſe, wills alfo 
the Effect, which certainly and inevitably, without 
their Aion, follows from it. To this the Calvi- WY 
wiſts reply, | E | 


Anſw. That the Objedion is rather calculated to rouſt 
the Paſſions, than to convince the Underſtanding of an; 
Man, who weighs the Matter impartially : That the 
ſeeming Difficulties urged in it will diſappear en- 
tirely, upon the Suppoſition of two demonſtrable il 
*Fruths, viz. 5 e Ef 


I; That ſuch a Covenant was in its own Nature equi- 
zahle, and even for the Good and Advantage of Mankind, 
wen of abftrattedly from @ Foreſight of the Event. 

2. That if it was in its own Nature equitable, and for 
the Good and Advantage of Mankind, then a Foreſight Wi 
of the Event con ld be no juſt Reaſon why God ſhould no i 
epabhiſh ii. Forituhelbiows Things are well prov- 
ed, the Eftabliſhmentof ſuch a Covenant will ap- 
pear to have been to the Honour of the divine Per- 
fections, and not to miniſter any reaſonable Obje&tt- 


5 A © fail bub jk, 


A a „ © „ wn AY A tl 


on againſt them. They maintain then 


«% J 


I. Fhat ſuch a Covenant was in its own Nature equis 
table, and even for the Good and Advantage or Mankind, 
configering it abſtraGedly from a Foreſight of the Even. 
The Equity and Goodneſs of it, ſo far as Adam a+ 1 
tone was concerned in it, is not nor can be diſput- 

ed by thoſe who underſtand it right. For, as a R- 
ward of perfect Obedience, here was promiſed eter- 
nal Life and Happineſs; as great a Good, as * 4 
. | e ath 1 
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W Death or Miſery, which was threatned in Eaſe of 
ilobedience, is an Evil. All the Doubt therefore 
can only be, whether it was equitable that dam 
ſhould be appointed by God to act in this Cale fot 
his Poſterity, as well as for himſelf, fo that the 

ſhould all ſhare wich him in Life and Happineſs 
upon Condition of his perfect Obedience; or bes 
come obnoxious with him to Death & Miſery in eaſe 
ot his Diſobedience. And here the Calviniſts ſay, 


That the divine Appointment, conſidering it ab- 
e ſtractedly from a Foreſight of the Event, was in its 
- 8 own Nature, not only equitable, but for the Good 
lc and Advantage of Mankind, and what it may teas 


7 | ſonably be ſuppoſed they would all have conſented 


to & choſen, could it antecedently have been pro- 

- poſed to them; becauſe they would have thought 

„ chemſelves more likely to eſcape the Puniſhment 

. chhreatned, and to obtain the promiſed Bleffing, if "= 
cheir Intereſts were depoſited with their common ! a" 
Parent, than if they had been appointed to AR, | 
each Man for himſelf. | 


©. * 


„. Adam was the immediate Workmanſhip of God, and 
RR therefore could not but be under ſtronger and more affecking 


= mpreſons of bisObligations and Duty to him, than Perſons 
—= ho came into the World in the ay of ordinary Generation. 


2. Adam receiv d the Covenant, not remotely by Tradi- ; 
© :10n from others, but immediately from the Mouth of God | , 


d, RE Pimfelf, which muſt alſo naturally tend to render it more 
1. WE 7rpreſſive. 
as YN Th And | 
. 5 Pelfore of all bis Pofterity, as well as bits own, 
8 depended upon his Demeanour in one eaſy Point. Now | = 
we often ſee, that Men, out of Love and Concern ; BM 


for their Poſterity, refrain from thoſe Crimes, from 
e | 


3s M5 Entutry lilo the Trith of the 


which no Conſideration of themſelves could haj 
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withheld them. The Experience of the World hath 

effectual Remedy with 

Sus Men; and therefore the wiſeſt and juſteſt 
0 


found this to be the mo 
vernments have made Uſe of it: And why then 

might not the moſt wiſe and juſt God think fit to 

deal in this Manner with our firſt Parent, by repre- 

ſenting to him, that the Happineſs or Mi 

in this one Inſtance of his Duty. 


Now ( fay the Calviniſts) either of theſe Conſi- 
derations ſingly, and much more all of them laid to- 


gether, rendered it a Thing much more likely, that 
Adam ſhould continue ſtedfaſt in his Obedience' 


during his Time of Probation, than that any Man 
of his Poſterity would, if expoſed to the ſame or 
equal Temptations, and left to the ſame Freedom 
of Will, and not more powerfully aſſiſted than he 


was by the preventing Grace of God. And it 


Adam, being under ſtronger Inducements thereto 


than any of his Poſterity ever could have been, was 


to all Appearance, much more likely than they, to 
have continued ſtedfaſt in his Obedience; it will 


thence follow, that his being appointed by God to 
repreſent them, and act for them, was not only equi- 


table, but in the Nature of the Thing, tended more 


ſery of his 
Poſterity, depended upon his good or ill Behaviour 


to the Good and Advantage of Mankind, than if 


every Man had been appointed to act for himſelf: 

and therefore it may reaſonably be ſuppoſed, that 
every Child of Adam, could it have been antece- 
dently propoſed to him, would have conſented to it, 
and even choſen, that this Covenant ſhould be made 
with Adam, not only for himſelf, but for his Poſte- 
rity allo. And from hence it will follow, 


2. That 
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2. That a Foreſight of the Event, could be no juſt Rea- 
fon, why God ſhould not eſtabliſh the Covenant with A- 


dam in this manner, 


For, 


I. Who ever the's it « good Reaſon againſt taking the 


what 1t would, 


2. No Man can tell whatGod fo 
| be, if be had appointed Men, as 
ſtand or fall every one by himſelf: 

that this would have been far from making the 
= Caſe better. For ſince none of them could have 
had ſuch affecting Inducements, as their grand Pro- 


woſt likely and ſuitable Method to prevent a Miſchief, 
that after all the Miſchief will happen notwithſtanding ; 
F other valuable Ends may be anſwered by taking ſuch 4 
Method, tho the Miſchief be not prevented by it? When 
God did that, which was in its ſelf moſt likely to 
prevent the Apoſtacy andRuin of Mankind, he did 
that which it was moſt conſiſtent with his ownPer- 


fections for him to do, let the foreſeen Event be 


reſa the Event would 
e did the Angels, to 
It is moſt probable 


genitor had, to take heed to themſelves; it is moſt 


2 


= 


i or original Righteouſneſs. 


1 

1 
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likely chat They, would more readily than He, have 
cc go theirIntegrity ; unleſs more of the preventing 
race of God had been vouchſafed to them, than 
aas vouchſafed to him, or than would have been 
rroper to be afforded to them in ſuch probationary 
ircumſtances. 
& 1 paſs now to obſerve, that the Arminians object, 
+ Obje&. 4. * That as for the other Part of this Com- 
c, viz. tha Adam continuing Innocent, ſhould have 
_ ctr Children in bis own Likeneſs, that is, Partakers 


hy Dr. Whitby, p. 84+ 
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I. This could produce no proportionable Advantage to 
his Poſterity For his Righteouineſs being defecti- 
ble, he could only have deriv'd upon them a defec. 
tible Righteouſnefs, which muſt have left them till 
as liable to fall, as he himſelf was; and then 
their Poſterity muſt have been in the ſame ſadCaſe, 
in vo as Fall, had placed his Poſterity. 
And, | 


2. His Sin, bad he fallen after he had bepotten Chil- i 


dren, muſt have involved all the reſt in this ſad Doom. 
So that his whole righteous Life could have onl 

procured to his Poſterity a defectible Righteouſ- 
neſs, liable continually to Interruption by the Sin 


of any one of hisPoſterity ; and that throughout al 


Times and Ages of the World. Whereas one ſin— 


Bile Tranſgreflion of his, was by this Compact, to 


render his whole Race obnoxious to eternal Mi- 
ſery. To this the Calvixiſts reply, 


Anſw. That the Objettion is entirely founded upon Wil 


falſe Suppoſit ions which they utterly diſallow. Indeed 


they readily admit, that the Righteouſneſs of A- Z 
dam being defectible, he could naturally have tran- 
ſmitted nothing more than a deſectible Righteouſ- Wil 


neſs to his Poſterity. Nor is tt poſſible (ſay they) 
that the Righteouſneſs of any meer Creature ſhould 
be in its own Nature indefe&ible. The higheſt 


Angel in Heaven hath no Security that he ſhall ne- A 


yer fall; unleſs he hath the Goodneſs and Truth, 


aadPower of God engaged for his Preſervation. 


For nothing ſhort of abſolute Perfection, can in its 
own Nature, neceſſarily imply Indefectibility in the 
Poſleſſor of it. | 


But all this don't hinder, but that the Righteouſ- 
neſs of a Creature, which in its own Narure is not, 
and cannot be, other than defectible, may c 7 
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theleſs be gh de © Failure, by the Goodneſs 
and Power of God: Wherever the Truth of God 
ſtands engaged for it, we may reſt aſlured, that it 
not only may, but certainly will, be ſo preſerved. 
Thus the ele& Angels are forever confirmed in Ho- 
lineſs and Happineſs ; tho' naturally as liable to 
fin againſt God, as thoſe were at firſt, who left 
their ownHabitation ; andare now reſerved in ever- 
laſting Chains. And ſo thoſe among the apoſtate 
Sons of Adam. whom God hath choſen in Chriſt before 
the Foundation of the World, ſhall never be ſuffered fi- 
nally to fall away; but notwithſtanding their many 
Infirmities, ſhall be kept by the Power of God thro": 
Faith unto Salvation. And by the ſame Power of 
God (ſay the Calviniſts) in virtue of his covenant 
Promiſe, ſhould all the Poſterity of Adam have been 
kept forever holy and happy (notwithitanding the 
natural Defectibility of the Righteouſneſs he tranſ- 
mitted to them) if he himſelf had continued Per- 
fect in his Obedience. Upon the whole, it is ma- 


9 nifeſt, that this Objection takes two things for gran- 
= tcd by the Calviniſts, both of which they utterly 
= deny. viz. 


A 1 


ds 


1. That the promiſſory Part of the Covenant with A- 
dam, was only that he continuing Innocent, ſhould beget 
=_—_ Children in his own Likeneſs. | 7 
To And therefore, | 
2. That bis Righteouſneſs being defectible, he could 

Dave tranſmitted only ſuch aRighteouſneſs to bis Poſterity 
= 4s would have left them as liable to Sin, as be bimſelf 
was, Whereas the Calvinifts maintain, ; 


2 - 


189 
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And therefore, „% 

2* That tho the Righteouſneſs which Adam would 
Lave tran(mitied to his Voſterity, would have been in it; | 
own Nature defectible, (as the Righteouſneſs of a Creature 
cannot but be) yet God would have been in Covenant 
Faithfulneſs obliged to confirm them in Hoiineſs and Hap. 
pineſi forever, as be hath done the elect Angels in Hea- 
ven, if Adam their Progenitor had held faſt bis Integrity, 
The Reaſons of the Calviniſts for theſe two Aſſer. 
tions I have mentioned already, and need not re. 
peat them here; but ſhall only obſerve, 1 


Thar if theſe Aſſertions of the Calviniſts are true, 


then it is plain, that the Advantages promiſed to 
the Poſterity of Adam upon Condition of his Obe. 
dience, were proportionable to the Diſadvantages 
threatned in Caſe of Diſobedience. And ſo there 


is no juſt Foundation to object againſt the Equita - 
leneſs of this Covenant, upon Account of any De-. 


ficiency in the promiſſory Part of it. I proceed 1 
now to another Objection of the Arminians, which 
I chink may well enough come in here, viz. 


Object. 5. * That we are not guilty of any ther Sin 
of Adam; and therefore we are not guilty of his firſt Sin. 
For Anſwer to this (ſay they) the Calviniſts are dri- 
ven to conic{s. that this depends upon the free Con- 


ſtitution of the divine Will. For virtual Incluſion WR 


in, or natural Propagation from, the Loins of Adam, 
would not have Charged us with the Guilt of any 
Sin perionally committed by him, had not God e- 
nated and conſtituted a Decree that it ſhould be 


ſo, when ic Rood in his Power and Pleaſure to have 
5 . - -. . . 

order d it otherwiſe Therefore (ſay they, accor- Wl 

ding to the Calviniſts) this Sin of Adam is not ours Wl 


a. 
— 
* 


Dr. Whitby, p. 82, 83. 


N J 
oy _»- 
' RE 
5 © "5a 
r 
1 * 
oy - 85 2 * 
. 
$1 WL 
—_—. 
_ 
. Fs EARN 
: ; F 1 
1 
8 
R 7 * 


ue. , 


becauſe he committed it; but becauſe God of meer 
Will, decreed and conſtituted it ſhould be fo, when 
ze might have order d it otherwiſe ; and ſo there is no- 
thing makes this Sin ours, bur the meer W ill of God: 
And ſurely then God mult be the Author of it, be- 
XZ cauſe it is the Will of God alone, which makes 
the firſt Sin of Adam ours, more than the ſecond, 
of which it is confeſſed we are not guilty. Nor 
is there any other Reaſon why we ſhould be more 
guilty of it, than of his other Sins, but this Will of 
God. As then we become Sinners in our own Per- 
ſons, only by willing that Action which is Evil, 
ſhould be ours ; ſo we became Sinners 1n the Perſon 
of 4dam, only by the Will of God, that his evil Ac- 
tion ſhould be ours ; and had 1t not been his Plea- 
ſure ſo to Will, it had not been ours. | 
E To make this {till more evident (ſay they) let it 
be noted, that in every Sin of Commiſion, there is 
required not only the Will of the Creator forbid- 
ding that Action, but alſo the Will of the Creature 
choſing to do what is forbidden: but in this ſuppo- 
{ed original Sin, there is no Will of ours chuſing this 
forbidden Action more than any otherSin of Adam: 
it was not therefore upon that Account our Sin. It 
remains then that it was only ſo by the Will of the 
Creator. And therefore God (according to the 
cCalviniſts) muſt be the Author of Sin. But tis time 
now to hear what theCalviniſts reply for themſelves, 


I 


They ſay then, | | 
=_ Anlw. 1. That the Concluſion of the Arminians by 
v0 means follows from their Premiſes. For all which 
chis arguing tends to prove is only, that it is owing 
co the Will of God that the Guilt of Adam's ſinful 
Action is imputed to us, and we are bound to ſuſtain 
the Penalty of it; and not that God was the Au- 

wor of the ſinful Action, which Adam committed. 
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'  Anſw. 2. That as for cur being charged with the Gulli 
ef the firſt Sin of Adam, and not ory the Guilt of the 
FE following ones, the Reaſom of it is very obi us: Becauſe 
1 that by one Act of Diſobedience Adam broke Cove. 
:1 nant with God; and ſo ceaſed any longer to ſtand 
as a publick Perſon, and to act for his Poſterity as 
well as for himſelf. ; | £ 
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Anſw. 3. That if it be ſufficient to make God the Au- 
thor of Sin, that he decreed and conſtituted that the Poe. 
xity of Adam ſbould ſuffer for his firſt Tranſgreſſion,- 
2hen be might have ordered the Matter otherwiſe ; and ſu 2 
Here was nothing which made that Sin ours but the meer 
ill of God; then it will be [ufficient to make God the 
Author of Sin, that he bath ſaid, the Soul that fins ſhall die, 
whenever the Sin is only the Violation of ſome poſitive 
Lw. For every poſitive Law is a Matter whichGod 
might have ordered otherwiſe if he pleaſed. And there- 
tore the Arminians might as well ſay, that God is 
the Author of every Man's perſonal Sins againſt 
polictive Laws, becauſe he imputes thoſe Actions as 
Sins to them, which would be no Sins, were it not 
tor his meer arbitrary Will ſo conſtituting the Mat- 
ter; as they can ſay, that God muſt be the Author 
of Sin, if he hath imputed the firſt Sin of Adam to 
his Poſterity, becauſe nothing could make that Sin 
ours, but the meer Will of God. Whereas every 
Man fees, that if God hath a Right to enact poſi- 
tive Laws, he muſt have aRight to treat the Tranſ- 

reſlors of thoſe Laws as Sinners, without being 
chargeable with their Sins: And by parity of Rea- 
5 ſon, if God had a Right to make a Covenant with 

R Adam, not only tor himſelf, but for his Poſterity, 

| | he muſt have a Right to treat his Poſterity as Sin- 

ners, for his Violation of that Covenant, without 

being chargeable with theSin thus imputed to them. 

Now that God had a Right to make a * 2 

: With 
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with Adam, not only for himſelf but for his Poſteri- 
ty, provided it was ſuch, a Covenant as naturally 
tended to the Good of his Poſterity, the Calvini dt 
think no Man can diſpute. And that the Cove- 
nant which God did make with Adam, was luch as 
in its own Nature really tended.to the Good of his 
Poſterity, they think they have fully made out by 
what was offered above. p. 31, 3» - 


| But their Adverſaries object, That the Caſe of or 
W perſonal Sins againſt poſitive Laws, is not Parallel to that | 
which it is alledged to Illuſtrate, and fo the Anſwer draum | 
from it is ſan to remove the Difficulty. For in | 
every perſonal Sin of ours againſt a poſitive Law, 
WE there is not only the. Will of God forbidding that 
Action, which it he pleaſed he might not forbid, 
and which it he did not forbid would be no Sin; 
but there is alſo our Will chuſing to do what is for- 
bidden. Whereas in this ſuppoſed original Sim, 
chere is no Will of ours chuſing the forbidden Ace- 
tion, more chan any other Sin of Adam: And there- 
fore upon that Account it was not ourSin; but Was 
only ſo by the Will of God. | 


The Calviniſts reply, That tho' there was no 
ul of ours chuſing Adam's eating the forbidden 
Fruit, more then any other Sin he might afterwards 
1 fall into; yet there is what vindicates the Juſtice 
of God in imputing the Guilt of that firſt Sin of A 


\ | | 
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- NN 

1 dam to us, as much as ſuch a Will in us chuſing of 

1. 1 could have done. For the Guilt of this Sin vo 
h gcoomes to be transferred to us, by Virtue of a (oνο ͥ 4 


2 nant ſo Equitable and Good, that no doubt c:m be 


& made, buc that if it could have been anteced ently 
_ propoied to us, we ſhould all have heartily cc en- 
n Ned co ic. For, | : 


1. N 
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1. Ve could not but have tho't it reaſonable, that God, 

who promiſed Life upon Condition of Obedience, ſhould 

threaten Death in Caſe of Diſobedience, © 


2. Me could not but have tho't it more likely (for Res. 
fons before alledged) that we ſhould eſcape Death, and be 
confirmed in Life and Happineſs, if our Intereſts were de. 
poſited with Adam, and he appointed to repreſent us, and 
act for ut; than if we had been appointed every one to 
ſtand or fall by bimſel e 


3. We could not have wiſhed for an eaſier Trial of O-. 
bedience, than that which God was pleaſed to pro pound tr 
Adam. Now if the Terms of this Covenant of 
God with Adam were fo equitable and good, that 
it muſt reaſonably be preſumed, that we ſhould have 
conſented to them, if they could have been propo- 
ſed to us; then the Juſtice of God can no more be 
taxed, for dealing with us according to the 'Tenour 
of this Covenant, than if we our ſelves had been 
preſent in the Day when it was made, and had ac- 
tually conſented to it. 8 


But what hath been ſaid may ſuffice for the Ar- 
gument of the Calviniſts for the Imputation of the 
Guilt of Adam's firſt Sin to his Poſterity, from the 
Covenant of Nature between God and Adam; and 
tor a View of the Objections of their Adverſaries 
againſt this Argument. I have dwelt the longer up- 
on this Head, becauſe it is a matter of the laſt Im- 
portance in the Diſpute before us. For on the one 
Hand, whoever believes that God made no ſuch 
Covenant with Adam, and that ſuch a Covenant 
would have been inequitable, and therefore muſt 
have been impoffible ; will find himſelf under 2 
Neceſſity to put ſome other Senſe upon the moſt 


P:auſible Text of Scripture, that can be alledged to 
. prove 
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prove the Imputation of the Guilt of Adam's Sin to 
his Poſterity. And again on the other Hand ; he 
who 1s once perſwaded of the Equitableneſs and 
Reality of fuch a Covenant, will upon that Prin- 
Ciple eaſily (at leaſt to his own Satisfaction) anſwer 
all that is ordinarily urged againſt the Doctrine of 
the Imputat ion of the Guilt of Adam's Sin, either 
from Reaſon or from Scripture, 


And now, having repreſented what the Calvlniſts 
offer in Proof of the Reality, the Equitableneſs and 
Goodneſs of this Covenant; and what the Arminians 
or others object to each of th:ſe, with all the Force 
and Advantage I could give to either Side; it is 
high time to proceed to another Argument. And 
I ſhall mention only one more on the Side of the 
Calviniſts; for the Matter is to be determined by 
Weight, and not by Number. 


T don't intend therefore, either to trouble myſelf, 
or to exerciſe your Patience, with collecting all 
that hath been heaped up on either Side, referring 
to this Diſpute. For while both Parttes have been 
ſtriving to ſay as many things as they could, it is 
very obſervable, that too many of the Arguments 
urged by ſome Calviniſts have little or no Weight 
= inthem ; and at leaſt as many of the triumphant 
== Objections you will meer with in the Writings of 
WE their Adverſaries, are entirely founded upon ſome 
W i200canc, or willful Miſtake, of what the Calviniſts 
maintain. It will be enough therefore if Tonly ſhew, 
WE where the chief Strength of each Party lies And 
this I think I ſhall have done on the Side of the Cal- 
WW ini, when I ſhall have ſer forth, 2 


Argum, 2. What they argue from that large Diſcourſe 
9 tbe Apoſtle Paul, Rom. 5, whereln he compares the 
En G Bleſſings 


42 An Enquiry into the Truth of the 


Bleſſings that we receive by the Death of Chriſt, with the 
Guilt and Miſery which was brought upon us by the Sin 
of Adam. Now fay the Calviniſs, 


x. It is confeſſed, * That byChriſt we bave both an Im- 
putation or Communication of the Merits of his Death, 
and likewiſe a Purity and Holineſs of Nature conveyed 
to us by bis Doctrine and Spirit. In Oppoſition then 
to this, if the Compariſion is to be cloſely purſued, 


there muſt be an Imputation of Sin, as well as a 
Corruption of Nature tranſmitted to us, from Adam. 


2. This is the more conſiderable as to the Point of Im- 
putation, becauſe the chief Deſign of the Apoſtle's Diſ- 
courſe, ſeems to be levelled at that. For it is begun up- 
on the Head of Reconciliation and Atonement, upon 


which it follows, || That as by one Man Sin entred into 


the World, and Death by Sin ; and ſo Death paſſed upon 
all Men, for that (or as others render it, in whom) all 
have ſinned Now they think it is all one to their 
Point, whether it be rendered for that, or in vom: 
for tho' the latter Words ſeem to deliver their O- 
pinion more preciſely ; yet it being affirmed, ac- 
cording to the other rendering, that all who die 
have ſinned ; and it being certain that many Infants 
die, who have never ſinned actually, theſe muſt have 
ſinned in Adam, they could Sin no other way. 


3. It is afterwards ſaid by the Apoſtle, f That by theOf- 
Fence of one many. are dead: that the Fudgment was of 
one Sin ty Condemnation : that by one Mans Offence Death 
2 eigned by one: that by one Offence Tudgment came up- 
on all Men to Condemnation : and that 9 ene Mans Diſo- 
bedience many were made Sinners. Now as theſe Words 
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are Poſitive, and of great Importance in themſelves; 
ſo all this is much the ſtronger, by the Oppoſition 
in which every one of them is ſet, to the Effects 
and Benefits of Chriſt's Death; particularly to our 
Juſtification thro' him, in which there is an Impu- 
tation of the Merits and Effects of his Death, which 
are thereby transferred to us; ſo that the whole 
Effect of this Diſcourſe is taken away, if the Impu- 
tation of the Guilt of Adam's Sin is denied. But I 
paſs now to obſerve what is objected from the other 
_ And here the Adverſaries of this Doctrine 
. 


Object. 1. * That this Diſcourſe of the Apoſtle is but 
4 ſingle Proof. Now when we have not a variety of 
Places proving any Point, in which onè givesLight, 
and leads us to a ſure Expoſition of another, we can- 
not be ſo certain of the meaning of any one Place, 
as to raiſe a Theory, or found a Doctrine upon it. 
To which the Calviniſts reply, 


Anſw. 1. That if it was true, that this Diſcourſe of 
the Apoſtle, was but a ſingle Proof ; yet the founding of 
the Doctrine of the Imputation of theGuilt of Adam's firſt 
Sin upon it, would not be like raiſing a Theory from ſome 
ſingle Paſſage, for underſtanding of which we can have 
no Help either from the Context, or from any other Place 
of Scripture, For here is a long and labour'd Diſ- 


== courſe, in which the manifeſt Deſign of the Apoſtle 


1s to ſhow, that it ought not to be eſteemed an in- 
credible thing, that the Merits and Effects of the 
Death of Chriſt are imputed to us for our Juſtiſi- 
cation; ſince a much ſtranger thing than this, was 


a well known and received Truth, vis. That by 
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the | Imputation of the Guilt of e firſt Sin, 
Judgment was come upon all Men to Condemnation, 


Anſw. 2. The Calviniſts utterly deny, that this Diſ- 
courſe of the Apoſtle is a ſingle Proof. They maintain 
that the Doctrine of the Imputation of the Guilt 
of Adums firſt Sin is as old as Adam himſelf: that 
as it is plain from Scripture, that the Covenant was 
made with Adam, not only for himſelf, but for his 
Poſterity; and that he was threatned with Spiri— 
tual and Eternal, as well as Temporal Death, in 
Caſe of Diſobedience : ſo it is certain from the 
Experience of all Ages, that all the Miſeries which 
came upon Adam for his Diſobedience, are derived 
down to all his Poſterity ; that they are all, not 
only become obnoxious to temporal Death, but are 
allo become dead in Treſpaſles and Sins, as well as 
he. And from hence muſt of Neceflity have fol- 
lowed eternal Miſery to them all at length, in a 
greater or lels Degree, unleſs God of his infinite 
Mercy had prevented, by g'wving his only begotten Son 
that whoſoever belieucth in him, might not periſh ; but 
bave everliſting Life. Again it is objected, | 


Object. 2. * That the Apoſtle ſeems to argue, from 
that Opinion of our having ſinned in Adam, to prove that 
we are juſtified by Cbriſt Now (lay the Adverſaries 
of the Doctrine of Imputation) it is a Piece of na- 
tural Logick, not to prove a thing by another, un- 
leſs that other is more known of its ſelf, or ar leaſt 
more clèar by its being already received and be- 
leved. This cannot be ſaid to be more clear of 
its ſelf; for it is certainly leſs credible or concei- 
vable, than the Reconciliativn by Chriſt. For we 
eaſity* ene'1gh conceive how God in the Riches of 
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bis Grace, may transfer Merit and Bleſſings from 
one Perſon to many, this being only a Diſpenſation 
of Mercy, where all is free, and ſuch a Method is 
taken, as may beſt declare the Goodneſs of God: 
but in the Imputation of Sin and Guilt, which are 
Matters of ſtri& Juſtice the Caſe is otherwiſe. Nor 
as this clear from any ſpecial Revelation made of 
i in the Old Teſtament. Therefore there is good 
Reaſon to believe, that it was a Doctrine then re · 
Neeived among the 7eus without any ſufficient Foun- 
ation for it; as there are odd things of this kind 
o be found among the Cabbaliſts, as if the Souls of 
l Mankind had been in Adam's Body. Now when 
In Argument is brought in Scripture to prove ano- 
oer thing by, tho' we are bound to acknowledge 
ie Concluſion, yet we are not always ſure of the 
=P ccmiſcs ; for they are often founded upon receiv'd 
WD pinions. So that it is not certain that the Apo- 
ee deſigned to offer this Doctrine to our belief as 
ue; but only that he intended to prove by it our 
Wc ing reconciled to God thro' the Death of Chriſt. 
Ind the Medium by which he proved it might be, 
r ought that appears from the Words themſelves, 
ly an Opinion held true among thoſe to whom 
> writes, For he only ſuppoſes it, but ſays no- 
ing to prove it, which it might be expected he 
ould have done, if the Fews had made any doubt 
=. Upon theſe things the Calviniſts oblerve, 
A nlw. 1. That the Objection itſelf ſuppoſes the Impu- 
SF --2 of Adam's Sin to bis Poſterity, to be a Doctrine re- 
e w_ the Jews. And therefore it might at 
cas probably be ſo received from divine Reve- 
ion, as any other way; unleſs ſome good Reaſon 
pear to the contrary, 


* That there is no Appearance from the Apoſt les Diſ- 
% bat be makes uſe of the Belief of this Doctrine, 


fo 


* 4s Sopnitn com the Tomb af the 


to prove our Reconciliation to God thro' Chriſt, only as on 
Argument ad Homines, or an Opinion held true, with, 
out good Authority for it, among thoſe to whom he write, 
But on the contrary we muſt remember, that the 
Epiſtle to the Romans was written, partly at leatt 
if not principally, to the Gentiles, who can't be (up. 
poled to have been bigotted to any groundlet wl 
Traditions of the Jews. | 3 


. That the Apeſtle's ſuppoſing this Doctrine, and uw [the 
fetring bimſelf to prove it, is very well accounted for, by 4 

its being a Doctrine long before ſufficiently revealed, ni 
received as ſuch, by all thoſe who acknowledged the Me. 
ſaick Hiſtory to have been written under the infallil 1 
Cenduct of the Spirit of God. Whereas if this Do. n. 
trine had been falſe, and injurious to thePerfe&ion Bi 

of God, as the Arminians and others ſuppoſe ; i 
might reaſonably be expected, that the Apoſtle, in. BW. 
ſtead of uſing it as a Medium to prove anothe: Wl f 
Doctrine by, would rather have ſet himſelf zealoul; An 
to confute it. Eon 


FR | . : ' 2 J 
8 nA = 
4. Upon Suppoſition that the Doctrine of the Imputatin . a 


of the Guilt of Adam's Sin was revealed in theOld Ti- ., 
ment (as the Calviniſts think they have ſuſñcientiy . 
ved it was, from the Covenant of Nature between Gu il 
and Adam) nothing can be more guſt then the Apo: th 
Reaſoning. That 1t ought not to be thought ſtrange, = 
that the Merits and Effects of the Death of Chrill o. 
are imputed to us for our Juſtification, ſince a much MMK 
ſtranger thing than this, viz. the Imputation 1 A 
the Guilt of Adam's Sin to the Condemnation dn. 
his Poſterity, was a Truth long before received up- ie: 
on the Authority of divine Revelation, and confic- x 
med by the Experience of all Ages. =. 


: 


Imputetion of Adam's firſt Sin. 47 
haut it is objected, 
Object. 3. * That when Compariſons or Oppoſitions, 
ich as this, are made in Scripture; we are not always to 

carry them on to an exact Equality, We are not only 
to be holy as God is holy, but to be perfect as he is perfect; 
where by the as is not to be underſtood a true E- 
ET quality ; but only ſome Sort of Reſemblance and 
Conformity. Therefore thoſe who believe, that 
there is nothing imputed to Adam's Poſterity on 
che account of his Sin, but the temporary Puniſh- 
ment of their being made liable to Death, and to 
all thoſe Miſeries which the Fear of it, with our o- 


= That the Compariſon between Adam and Chriſt muſt 
eon in the thing it ſelf; and not in the Manner of the 
bing. That is, the Apoſtle indeed teaches that 

uilt and Condemnation are transferred from A- 

am to his Poſterity on the one hand, and on the 

ther Juſtification from Chri#, but he don't affirm 
at this is done from them both in the ſame way. 
or if ſo we muſt yield a Point to the Romaniſts, and 
knowledge with them, that our Juſtification de- 
ends on the Imputation of the Righteouſneſs of 
briſt, and on the Infuſion of inherent Righteouſ- 
ess; as our Condemnation ariſes, as well fromSin 
= 2pagated, as from Sin imputed. Now to both 

eſe the Calviniſts reply, 


1 | of Anſw: 


_— 


' the Manner of the thing ig @ meer Conjecture, without 7 


verſe. 18. ws d. bg cugg ra mr, 8ZC. That as by on 


Now it is impoffible that Judgment ro Condemns 
Offence, or of that one Righteouſneſs unto then 


ſtrict Purſuance of the Compariſon, For the meanins i 


g r 
9 
- > 
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Anſw. 1. That the Suppoſition, that the Compari ſon 
bere between Chriſt and Adam is not to be cloſely pur. 
ſued; or that it lies only in the Thing itſelf, and not in 


any thing offered to ſupport it. „ 

2. That it is not only an unſupported Conjecture; but 
evidently a falſe one. For it is plain from the Apo. 
ſtle's own Words, that the Manner of the Thing 
enters the Nature of the Compariſon he here makes; 
and therefore, that we ought to conſider the Cales 
as exactly Parallel. For the Apoſtle ſays exprelsly 


Offence (and not as our Tranſlation renders it, ü. 
Offence of one) fudgment came upon all Men to Conden- 
nation, even ſo by one Righteouſneſs, 3: ivis d porros, tht 
free Gift came upon all Men to Fuſtification of Lift 


tion ſhould come upon all Men by one Offence; x 
or the free Gift to Juſtification by one Righteoul 
nels; otherwiſe than by the Imputarion of that on: Wl 


One Oftence, or one Righteouſneſs may be impi- 
ted, but can never be propagated. 1 
3. No Ad vantage can ariſe to the Romaniſts from « 


9 2 prog — — — „ 1 


of the Apoſtle's Words cannot be ſtretched beyond 
his profeſs'd Deſign, which is not to treat of the 
Communication of inherent Righteouſneſs, (whici 
is made by Sanctification, and of which he ſpeaks Wl 
in the followingChapter) but only of imputedRigh- Wil 
ceoulneſs, : ;7 


Oace more, it is obje&ed by a late Adverſary f 
of the Docteine of the Imputation, &. | 


1— — 


— 
Y 


I — . 
* 


t Vid. Chubs's Tracts, p. 99. 
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1 a Object 4. That when it is ſaid, Rom. 5. 12. Wherefore 


3 as by one Man (Adam) din entred into the World, and 
” BS Death bysin, & ſo Death paſſed upon all Men, for that 
ny & all have finned, by the TermSinned is only meant Mor- 


tality, the Cauſe being put for the Effect. And if this 


de ſo, then the Arguments which the Calviniſts build 
„upon this and the following Verſes drop of them: 
25 : ſelves . having no Foundation in the Text. 

FE 
les 


| = Now that by the Term Sisned, is meant Mortality 
") WH (the Cauſe being put for the Effect) is plain ( ſays 
= y Author ) not only from the parallel Place, 1 Cor. 


the 15. 22. where St. Paul, ſpeaking of the ſame thing, 
1 faith, As in Adam all die, that is, become mortal, 
7 for that they actually died in Adam was not true; 


ie but it was true that in him they become mortal, or 
at leaſt the Apoſtle judged that to be the Caſe, as in 
= Verſe 21. For fnce by Man (viz. Adam) came Death, 
ul or Mortality, by Man (viz. Chriſt) came alſo the Re- 
__ /urrc#i0n from the dead: I ſay it is not only clear from 
che parallel Place inCorinthians, but alſo fromst. Paul's 
” a Diſcourſe in this very Place: thus Verſe 15. For if 
RS rough the Offence of one (viz. Adam) many be dead; 
7" I here we fee that it is Death, and not Sin, which the 
= Apoſtle faith many fell under by Adam's Offence, 
and this is what he undertakes to prove in the 12th 
the and 14th Verſes, as will appear by and by. And 
uch hat the Cauſe is put for the Effect ſometimes in this 


eaks eery Cale ; ſee Gen. 7. 4. If thou doſt well, ſhalt tbou 
8 7-07 be accepted ; but if thou doſt not well ; Sin (or the 


Effect of Sin, which is Puniſhment) Ieth at the Door. 
as the being accepted of God, was the Effect of A- 
es well doing; ſo the being rejected by him, was 
he Effect of Cain evil doing. Now for Cain to do 
ul, was the ſame thing as to commit Sin, Sin and 
eil in chis Cale being the ſame thing; and there- 
ee that which lay at the Door, or followed his 
= doing 
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doing Evil, was not Sin, but the Effect or Puniſh- 
ment of Sin; and yet God (or the Angel which 
ſpake in God's Name to Cain) calls it Sin, putting 
the Cauſe for the Effect. So in like Manner the A. 
oſtle puts the Term Sin, which was the Cauſe, for 
„ which was the Effect. That all Men 
have ſinned in Adam was not true; but that all Men 
became mortal by his Sin, was true, or at leaſt the 
Apoſtle judged that to be theCale, What an Hard. 
ſvip therefore muſt it be to the Apoſtle, for us to in- 
rerpret his Words in a Senſe, contrary to the Senſe 
which he himſelf gives them in this, and in a parallel 
Place of his Writings. And theHardſhip will be yet 
greater in denying him the Liberty of putting the 
Cauſe for the Effect, when God had done the ſame 
T the Ule of the very ſame Term, as 1s before 
ewn. | 


If it ſhould be here replied, that it ſeems a little 
ſtrange thatSt.Paul ſhould uſe the ſame Term in t- 
different Senſes in the ſame Verle ; the Author of 
this Interpretation anſwers, that it ſeems more 

range, that he ſhould aſſert that which was con- 
trary to Truth; and which no way anſwered his 
preſent Deſign ; for to aſlert that Death paſſed upon 
all Men, as an Effect or Conſequence of their own 
Sin, as this was not true, ſo it was beſide his preſent 
Purpoſe; which was to ſhew, not what was the 
Effect of all Mens Sin, but on the contrary what 
was the Effect of Adam's Sin only. 


Verſe 13, 14. Pr until the Law Sin was in tht 
Forld : bat Sin is not imputed where there is no Law. 
Newertheleſs Death reigned from Adam to Moſes, even 
ever them that had not ſinned after the Similitude of A- 
d2m's Tranſpreſſion. Here in the 13th Verſe the A- 
poitle (according to the plain and moſt obvious 

| .- -* __  Signiticatiof 
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Signification of the Words) ſuppoſes and allows 
three things. Firſt, That from Adam toMoſes there 
was no Law; this is fully implied in thoſe Words, 
until the Law, which naturally ſuppoſes that, an- 
tecedent to that time, there was no Law; and in 
thoſe Words, where there is no Law, which ſuppoſes 
that there was no Law 1n being at the Time refer- 
red to. Secondly, He allows that Sin was commit- 
ted all that Space of Time, from Adam down to 
Moſes : this is expreſſed in thoſe Words, fer until 
the Law, Sin was in the World. Thirdly, He allows 
that there can be no Guilt contracted where there 
is no Law; this is expreſſed in thoſe Words, bur 
Sin is not imputed, where there is no Law. Now 1n his 
allowing theſe three Points he is guilty of a flat 
Contradiction; for if there is no Guilt contracted 
= where there is no Law, and if there was no Law 
in being from Adam to Moſes, then it will neceſlart- 
ly follow that there could be no Guilt contracted. 
in that Space of Time; and yet the Apoſtle ex- 
= preſsly alerts, that until the Law, Sin was in the 
World. This puts us under a Neceflity of finding, 
out ſuch a Senſe of theſeWards as will makeSt. Paul 
conſiſtent with Truth, and with Himſelf, wiz. by 
the Term Law, in the firſt Part of the Verſe, he 
means the Law given by Moſes, as appears from the 
next Verſe; in which he ſaith, Nevertheleſs Death 
WE reigned from Adam to Moſes ; where the Term ne- 
= vertbeleſs ſuppoſes that Death prevailed at the ſame 
Time in which he had declared Sin had prevailed, 
as in the precedent Verſe, viz. till the Law; 80 
that, till the Law, and from Adam to Moſes, is the 
W {ame thing in the Senſe of the Apoſtle. By the Term 
= Law, in the latter Part of the Verſe, he means ſuch 
a Law as had Death fixed to it as its Sanction; ſuch 
was the Law given to Adam ; which forbad the 
dating of the Tree of Knowledge upon Pain of 
- IS > Death, 
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Death: By the imputing of Sin, the Apoſtle means 
the inflicting of Death as a Puniſhment for the 
Breach of ſuch a Law; as much as if he had ſaid, 
Death 1s nor inflicted as aPuniſhment for theBreach 
of aLaw ; except there be ſome poſitive Law which 
declares that Death is fixed to it as it's Sanction. 
And that this is his meaning appears from Verſe 
14, where he ſaith, that Death reigned from Adam 19 
Moles, even over them that had not ſinned after the Si. 
militude of Adam's Tranſgreſſion. Here he allows, 
that thoſe Death reigned over might be Sinners, 
but he denies that they had been guilty of the 
Breach of ſuch a Law as Adam had; they had not 
tranſgreſſed a poſitive Law which had Death fixed 
to it as its Sanction. Now if they had been guilty 
of Sin, which the Apoſtle here allows they might, 
and in the former Verſe aflerts that they had, and 
if Sin is the Tranſgreſſion of a Law, and if they had 
not tranſgreſſed ſuch a Law as Adam did, then it 
will follow, that if the Apoſtle is conſiſtent with 
Hhimlelf, he makes a Diſtinction between Law and 
Law: they had tranizrefled the Law of Nature, 
or theLaw given to Noa, and this made them guilty 
of Sin; but they had not tranſgreſſed ſuch a poſitive 
Law, as had Death fixed to it as it's Sanction, and 
ſo they had not finned after the Similitude or Like» i 
neſs of Adam's Trangrefiion ; and therefore Death 
was not inflicted on them as a Puniſhment for the 
Breach of ſuch a Law, but was to them only as 2 
Conſequence of that Mortality), which Adam brot 
upon himſelf by tranſgrefling as aforeſaid, The 
Senſe of the two Veries then is this, viz. tho' we 
muſt allow on the one Side, that Sin prevailed in 
the World all thatSpace of Time, from Adam down 
to the giving of the Law of Moſes; and as we muſt 
allow on the other Side, that Death is not inflicted 
as a PFuniſnment for the Breach of a Law; _— 
„ „ or os 
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there is no Law, which had declared that Death is 
W fixed to it as itssanction; yet, notwithſtanding this, 
Death prevailed from Adam toMoſes over thoſe who 


1 had not tranſgrefled ſuch a Law ; and conſequently 
1 Death could not be inflicted upon them for the 
. Breach of a Law which they had not tranſgreſſed, 
e but only it was a Conſequence of that Mortality, 
0 which Adam bro't upon himſelf for the breaking of 


ſuch a Law. 


, | 

s, Verſe 15. But not as the Offence, ſo alſo is the free 
© WE Gift: for if thro' the Offence of one many be dead; much 

Ot more the Grace of God, and the Gift by Grace, which is 

d by one Man, Feſur Chriſt, hath abounded unto many. 

ty Which is, as if the Apoſtle had ſaid, tho'. Adam 

It, was a Figure and Type of Cbriſt, and tho' theBreach he 

nd made upon humane Nature was univerſal, yet, fo 

ad great is the Favour and Gift of God to us in and 
it thro' Chriſt, that the Reparation made by him, 
th is as great and wniverſal to Mankind, as the afore- 
nd ſaid Damage done by Adam: for if by Adam's Sin, 
re, allMankind have fallen under theSentence of Death ; 
ty much more theGrace of God, which hath been diſ- 

Ve played in giving Chriſt to Death for us, and in gi- 
nd ving the future Reſurrection from the dead thro' 


him, ſhall be extended to all Mankind alſo, 


| Verſe 16. And not as it was by one that ſinned 
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2 /i the Gift: for the Judgment was by one to Con- 
ro't demnation ; but the free Gift is of many Offences unto 
"he JJ. ſtiſication. Which is as much as if he had aid, 
we che Grace which God hath vouchſafed to Mankind 
in in Chrift Jeſus, is more abundant than the Sentence 
wn laid upon Adam, as appears from this, viz. theSen- 
wit y<ncc ot Death which paſſed upon Adam was for 
red only one ſingle Offence ; but the Gift of a future 
ere Wo Reſurrection, which God hath given to Mankind 
ere i BR 


__ — 
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in and thro' Chriſt Jeſus, is vouchſafed to us, tho 
we have been guilty, not only of one, but of many 
Offences. | 


Verſe 17. For if by one Mans Offence Death reigned 
by one; much more they which receive abundance of Grace 
and of the Gift of Righteouſneſi, ſhall reign in Life by 
one FeſusChriſt, Which is as much as if he had ſaid, 
for if by one Offence of Adam, Death paſſed upon 
all hisPoſterity, much more ſhall they all, tu whom 
God hath ſuper-abounded in Grace, in giving his 
Son to Death for them (even all Mankind) be re- 
ſtored to Lite again thro' him. | | 


Verſe 18. Therefore as by the Offence of one Fudg- 
ment came upon all Men to Condemnation, even ſo by 
the Righteouſneſs of one, the, free Gift came upon all Men 
unto Fuſtiſication of Life. Which is as much as if 
he had ſaid, therefore as by one Offence, even Adam 
eating the forbidden Fruit ; all Men fell under the 
Condemnation of Death ; ſo by one A& of Righ- 
teouſneſs, or Obedience, viz. Chriſt's Obedience to 
Death upon the Croſs, all Men are reſtored to Lite 
again. | | 


Verſe 19. For as by one Mans Diſobedience, many 
were made Sinners (bro't into a State of Mortality che 
| Cauſe being here put for the Effect) ſo by rhe Obe- 
dience of one, ſhall many be made Righteous. Which is 
as much as if he had ſaid, for as by Adam's Sin his | 
Poſterity became Mortal, and ſo paſſed into a State 
of Death, which is the State of Sinners; ſo byChriſt's 
Obedience unto Death, even the Death of the Croſs, 
all Adam's Poſterity, both Few and Gentile, . are re- 
ftored again to a State of Life,which in that reſpe& 
is the State of the Righteous. = 

by That 
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That by the Terms Life, and Tuſtification of Life, 
and the like Expreſſions, in the foregoing Verſes, 
nis not meant that eternal Life which will be the 
= Portion and Inheritance of the Faithful, but only a 


e, bare Reſurrect ion from that temporal Death, which 
by hath paſſed upon all Men, as a Conſequence or Ef- 
d, fe& of Adam's Sin, is plain from this, viz. That it 
on will be univerſal to all over whom Death hath pre- 
m vailed, which is all Mankind: whereas the eternal 
Us Life, before mentioned, 1s every where declared in 
6 the Scriptures to be the Portion of none but the 
Faithful. The Apoſtle, in the foregoing Verſes, 
makes it his Buſineſs to prove, that the Benefit and 

dp- Advantage Mankind have by Chriſt, is as great and 
by univerſal as the Damage done by Adam, in order to 
len prove, that theGentiles have as great a Share inChriſt 
8 if as the Fews ; and therefore, in his Reaſoning upon 
ms this Subject, he puts the Term Life, which he re- 
the preſents as a Benefit from Chriſt, in Oppoſition to 
14% the Term Death, which he repreſents as a Damage 
> to coming from Adam: and he makes the Benefit of 
ie the one, to be as extenſive & univerſal as the other; 
== which can be true in no other Caſe, than in the 
RS general Reſurrection of all Mankind, according to 
1anj his own Words, in x Cor. 15. 21, 22. For ſince by 
the Man came Death, by Man came alſo the Reſurrection 
De- of the Dead: for as in Adam all die, even ſo in Chriſt 


h is 3 | ſhall all be made alive, or raiſed again from the dead, 


his 1 Thus far he. 
tate Upon which he concludes, Thus I think I have 
it's vindicated the Righteouſneſs of God, and the Doctrine 
oſs, Nef St. Paul, from the unjuſtRefletions caſt upon both. 
re- 0 
pect | Anſwer. And now in an{wer to all this theCalviniſts 
: I reply, That the Whole of this Interpretation turns entirely 
hat en to Suppoſitions, which are both of them manifeſt and 
= 6 Miſtakes; ET 1 
; | Theſe 
- 1 ſe FF -4 71 , „, 7 
« 6 4 
: E {| 11 ö &v i 6 a 


56 An Enquiry into the T ruth of the 


Theſe are, : 
1. That by the Term Sinned in the 12th Verſe, i; 
yore” **"2: Ih the Cauſe being put for the Effect. 


* 
/ 


2. That by the Terms Life, and Juſtification of Life, 
and the like Expreſſions, in the following Verſes, is not 
meant that eternal Life which will be the Portion and In- 
beritance of the Faithful, but only a bare Reſurrect ion from 
| that temporal Death, which hath paſſed upon all Men, as 

4 Conſequence or Effect of Adam's Sin. 
And here, 

1. With reſpect to the firſt of theſe Suppoſitions, 
vix. that by the Term Sinned, werſe 12, is meant Mor. 
tality, the Cauſe being put for the Effett ; they ſay it is 
manifeſtly a great Miſtake, becauſe the having ſinned 
is here evidently aſſigned as the Reaſon of that very Effect, 
which the Objection ſuppoſes it to be put for. In the for- 
mer Part of the Verſe the Apoſtle aſſigns the Rea- 
{on of Death's entrance into the World, which was Sin; 
. by one Man Sin entred into the World, and Death by Sin; 
and in this latter Part of the Verſe he aſſigns the 
| ſame Reaſon for Death's paſſing upon all Men; and ſo 
Death paſſed upon all Men, for that all have ſinned, 
Here is as clear a Diſtinction between Sin and Dead 
in this latter Member of the Verſe, as there is in 
the former. And the Progreſs of Death in the World 
is declared to be after the ſame Manner, and for 
the ſame Reaſon, that the Entrance of it was: by 
one Man Sin entered into the World, and Death by Sin; 
and ſo Death paſſed upon all Men, for that all have fin- 
ned. From whence it appears, as plainly as any 
thing well can do; that if by the Term Siuned be 
meant Mortality in the latter Part of the Verſe, the 
ſame thing muſt be meant by the Term Si» in the 
former Part of the Verſe. And then the meaning 
of the Apoſtle muſt be, that by eve Man Mortality 
entred into the World, and Death by Mortality; * : 
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; þ Deny paſſed upon all Men, for that all are become 
| ortal. But this is a Senſe ſo abſurd in it ſelf, and 
ſo foreign to all that follows in the Chapter, that 
the Calviniſts think it would be an exceeding great 
Hardſhip to the Apoſtle, for us co interpret his 
= Words in ſuch a Manner, contrary to the Senſe 
= which he himſelf gives them in the whole Remain- 
der of his Diſcourſe upon this Subject; in which it 
is impoſſible to imagine, that he means only Mor- 
= :ality, when he ſpeaks of the Sin which was in the 
World until the Law, and which is not imputed 


ons, WW where there is no Law; of thoſe that had not fin- 
for. ned after the Similitude of Adam's Tranſgreſſion; 
it and of the Offence, the Sin, the Diſobedience of one 
zned Man ; by which many were made Sinners, died, 
felt, and came under judgment to Condemnation *. But 
for- however abſurd in itſelf, and incoherent with the 


gez - reſt of the Apoſtle's Diſcourſe, this Gentleman's 
Sin; Interpretation may ſeem to the Calviniſss, he offers 
Sin; three Reaſons to juſtify it; which being, ſome of 
the them, pretty remarkable, ought not to be paſled o- 
1d 6 ver without Notice. Firſt then he ſays, 
ned, 
Joath Reaſon 1. That by the Term Sinned is meant 
is in Mortality (the Cauſe being put for the Effect) is plain 
orid from the parallel Place 1 Cor. 15. 22. Where St. Paul, 
1 fo: ll 22 of the ſame thing, ſays, A, in Adam all 
« by e., that is, become Mortal, for that they actually 
Sin ; died in Adam was not true; but it was true that in 
fn. him they become Mortal, or at leaſt the Apoſtle 
any Judged that to be theCaſe, as in Verſe 2 1. For ſince by 
1 be Ven (viz Adam) came Deatb, or Mortality, by Man 
che (x. Chriſt) care alſo the Reſurrect ion from the dead. 
the To this the Calviniſts reply, 
ning . — — 
ity} | | RE 
0 WY © Vo 55, 44, 55, 16, 17, 18, 19, | 
fo 1 I | Reply, 
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Reply. That the Apoſtle is not ſpeaking of the ſame I * 
thing in what this Gentleman calls the 1 0 Place. f 
That here Rom. 5. 12. the Apoſtle ſays, All bade 7 
ſinned, and ſo (or boy that Reaſon) Death paſſed upon 1 
all : Whereas in 1 Cor. 15. 22. he only ſays, 1 1 
die, and mentions nothing'of the Reaſon of it. Now ᷓ 
ſuppoſing that the Apoſtle, by the Terms all die in 
one Place, means that all are become Mortal; yet it 
js ſtrange Arguing to conclude from hence, that by 
the Terms all have ſinned in another Place, he can 
mean nothing but Mortality, the Cauſe being put fur 
the Effect; when he manifeſtly alledges this Cauſe 
as the Reaſon of that Effect, ſaying, And ſo Deal 
paſſed upon all Men, for that all ba ve finned. When the 
Cauſe and the Efte& are both mentioned together, 
and the former 1s offered as the Reaſon of the lat- 
ter, is it poſſible that the Effect only ſhould be in- 
tended by them both? And is this Conſequence, 
that if dying ſignifies becoming Mortal then ſinning mi 
do ſo too, clear and evident enough to force us into 
261 a Suppoſition? But the Gentleman urges Wl 

arther, e : 


VF 


Reaſim 2. That it is alſo clear, that by the Tem 
Sinned is meant Mortality (the Cauſe being put for Wi 
the Effect) from St. Paul's Diſcourſe in this very il 
Place: thus Verſe 15. For if thro' the Offence of one Wil 
(viz. Adam) many be dead; here we ſee that it is 
Death, and not Sin, which the Apoſtle ſays many 
fell under by Adam's Offence ; and this he under- W 
takes to prove in the 13th and 14th Verſes. Ie 
which the Calviniſts reply, 7 


Reply. That this hath juſt as much Weight init, 
and no more, than if a Man ſhould recite thoſe 
Words in the 19th Verſe, by one Man's Diſobedienct 
many were made Sinners; and then conclude from 

: | thence, 
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thence, Here we-ſee that it is Sin, and not Death, which _ 
the Apoſtle ſays many fell under by Adam's Diſobedience. 


The Truth is, the Apoſtle had plainly told us Verſe 


12, that all Men were fallen under both Sin and 
Death, and under Death becauſe under Sin, by A- 


| dam's Diſobedience. And in the following Verſes 


he ſpeaks, ſometimes only of one, and ſometimes 
only of che other of theſe Calamities, which that 


Act of Dilobedience hath bro't upon us. But he 
never {peaks of either of them after ſuch a Manner, 


as to deny the other to be an Effect of Adam's Sin; 
but rather ſo as to ſuppoſe it. And this is mani- 
feſtly the Caſe, when he ſays Verſe 15, that rhro' 
the Offence of one (viz. Adam) many are dead. For it 
follows in the next Verſe, that the Judgment was of 
one (viz. Sin or Offence) 0 Condemnation ; from 
whence it appears plainly, that the Death which 
came upon many thro' the Offence of one, was not 4 


bare Conſequence of that Mortality which Adam bro't up- 


* himſelf by tranſgreſſing; but was the Effect of à ju- 


N 


Ws 4icial Sentence of God condemning them unto it, for 


that one Offence of Adam. And this certainly ſup- 


3 poſes the Guilt of that one Offence to be ſome way 
or other chargeable upon them; or elſe the Judg- 


ment of God would not be according to Truth in 


Wy <ondemaing them to Death for it. Again, 


The Calviniſts apprehend it a great Miſrepreſen- | 
tation gi the Apoſtle to ſay, that in the 13th and 
14th Verſes be undertakes to prove, that It was Death, 


. and not Sin, which many fell under by Adam's Offence, 
Indeed they readily agree with their Adverſary, that 


the Apoſtle in the x 3thVerſe makes aDiſtinitionbetween 


Luar; and that by the Term Lam, in the firſt 


Fart of the Verſe, he means the Lam given by Moſes ; 


and they maintain, that by the Term Law in the lat- 


Fart of the Verſe, he muſt mean ſome other Law, 


12 by 


Ll 
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by virtue of which Sin was imputed to Men before 
the Law of Moſes was given, For, that Sin was they 
in the World, the Apoſtle himſelf expreſsly affirms 
in the former Part of the Verſe ; and that it was 
then imputed too, or Guilt contracted by it, is allo e. 
vident; becauſe he tells us, Verſe 14, that Death 
(which is the Wages of Sin, Rom. 6.23.) reigned from 
Adam to Moſes, 


Here then the Queſtion ariſes, What this Lav 


| was, by virtue of which all were reputed Sinners, and 


ſo Death paſſed upon all, before the Law of Moſes was 
ven? Whether it was the Law of Nature gi vento 


| Noah , as this Gentleman ſpeaks ; or the Law giva 


to Adam, which forbad the eating of the Tree of 
Knowledge upon Pain of Death? Now the Ca 


viniſts ſuppoſe, it muſt neceſſarily be underſtood d 
the latter; becauſe that as this Gentleman himſelf } 


confeſſes, the Apoſtle bere allows, that thoſe over whin 
Death reigned from Adam to Moſes might have ben 
guilty of Sin ; and in the former Verſe he aſſerts that thy 
had. Now it is certain, that a conſiderable Part of 
them had never been guilty of any Sin againſt the 


Law of Nature; for we know that between Adm 
and Moſes many died in Infancy, who could there- 
fore be guilty of Sin no other way, than as the 
Guilt of Adam's firſtsin was imputed to them. And il 
therefore the Apoſtle ſaith, Verſe 14, that the) bas 
not ſinned after the Similitude of Adam's Ti ranſpreſſion, i 


becauſe they were Sinners only by Imputation, ha- 
ving never actually tranſgreſled any Law of God, 4 
Adam did, in their own Perſons. For that ſuch 8s 
theſe are the Perſons whom the Apoſtle means, and 
not (according to this Gentleman) ſuch as had on- 


n 


— 


He ſhould have ſaid given to Adam, unleſs he thinks the 2 


Mea of the Old World were not Sinners. 
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ly ſinned againſt the Law of Nature, the Calvinifs 
think. to be farther certain ; becauſe they appre- 
hend, that Death was from the Beginning fixed to the 
Law of Nature as its Sanction, as truly, as it was ro 
the Law reſpecting the Tree of Knowledge. And this, 
they ſay is evident from Seripture, from Fad, and 


from the Reaſon of the Thing it ſelf. 


1. From Scripture, Which teaches us, that rhe 
Mages of Sin is Death, Rom. 6. 23. Ron: 


2. From Fact. Which aſſures us that God deſtroy- 
ed the Men of the old World, and the Men of Sodom; 
not in Conſequence of that Mortality, which Adam bro't 
_ himſelf ; but as a Puniſhment 1 their Sins againſt 
the Law of Nature. And finally, 


3. From the Reaſon of the Thing it ſelf. For tho 
at the Beginning, we find only one Inſtance of Re- 
bellion againſt God (viz. that of eating of the Tree 
of Knowledge) expreſsly threatned with Death; 
yet we cannot ſuppoſe, but that if our firſt Parents 
had contradicted the known Will of God in any o- 
ther Point of equal Importance, they muſt have ex- 


pected the ſame, or ſome other equivalent Puniſh- 


ment. It God would not ſuffer a mere poſitive Law, 
relating only to their Food, to eſcape without ſo 
ſevere a Puniſhment ; it was impoſſible they ſhould 
be ſo ſtupid, as to expect Impunity, or leſsSeverity, 
if they ſhould tranſgreſs any of thoſe moral Laws, 
which were written on their Hearts. And if God 
was pleaſed to magnify his own Authority, and do 
it ſo much Honour, as to threaten to puniſh with 
Death the diſregard of it, even in a Matter indif- 
ferent in its own Nature, and which had no other 
Foundation, but his ſovereign Will ; how much 
more ſollicitous muſt our firſt Parents in all Reaſon 
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ſuppoſe he would be, to vindicate his uwnHonour, 
and puniſh every Tranſgreſſion and Diſobedience, 
where the Things commanded and forbidden were 
of ſuch a Nature, that the divine Perfections could 
not but command and forbid them? So that the 
awiul Threatning with which the Obſervance of 
the Law relating to the Fruit of the Tree of Know- 
ledge was' enforced, was abundantly ſufficient to 
deter our firſt Parents from Diſobedience to any 
Article of the Moral Law, or Law of Nature. As 
che Light of that Underſtanding which God had 
given them, was ſufficient to enable them to diſcern 
what the Law of Nature was; ſo it could not bur 
be ſufficient to enable them to - perceive, that any 
Tranſgreſſion of the Law. of Nature would delerve 
to be puniſhed with Death, as much at leaſt, if not 
more, than that meer poſitive Law, which had Death 
exprelsly annexed to it, as it's Sanction. And we 
might as well doubt, whether Mankind was under 
the Law of Nature from the Beginning, becauſe the 
Scriptures ſay nothing of any Revelation of it to 
them fo carly ; as doubt whether Death was frem 
theBeginning annexcd to it as its Sanction, becauſe 
the Scriptures don t expreſsly tell us that it was. 


Eſpecially if we confider (what hath been obſerv d 
before) that God did in Fact, from the Beginning, 
puniſh Men with Death time after time, for their 
Tranſgreſſions of the Law of Nature. And this 
Gentleman himſelf maintains, that Death is not in- 
flicted as a Puniſhment for the Breach of Lau, to which 
it is not fixed as its Sanction. Now if Death is not in- 
flicted as a Puniſhment for the Breach of a Law to 
which it is not fixed as it's Sanction ; and yet 
Death was in Fact, time after time from the Days 
of Adam to thoſe of Moſes inflicted on Men by God, 
as a Puniſhment for their Tranſgreſſions of bel 
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of Nature; it follows that Death was in thoſeDays 
fixed to the Law of Nature as it's Sanction. And 


therefore, that all from Adem to Moſes, who trank- 
greſſed the Law of Nature, ſinned after the Similitude 
of Adam's Tranſpreſſion ; both as they ſinned actually 
in their own Perſons, and as they ſinned againſt a 
Law, which had Death fixed to it as it's Sanction. 
From whence it follows, that by thoſe over whom 
Death reigned from Adam to Moſes, and yet who bad 
not ſinned after the Similitude of Adam's Tranſgreſſion, 
the Apoſtle muſt mean ſuch, as had never been 
guilty of any actual Sin in their own Perſons; but 


only had the Guilt of Adam's firſt Sin imputed to 


them. And thus it appears, that the Apoſtle rs fo 
far from undertaking to prove in the 13th and 14th 
Verſes, that it was Death, and not Sin, which many 
fell under by Adam'sOffence ; that on the contrary 
he both undertakes to prove, and does prove, that 
they fell under Sin, as well as under Death, by that 
Offence ; and that they fell under Death by it, be- 
cauſe they fell under Sin by it. 


There will be no need of enquiring now, whe- 
ther the Term Sin, Gen. 4. 7. means Paniſhment ? 
Or whether the Terms lieth at the Door intend fol- 
loweth, as this Gentleman ſuppoſes? For if he could 
find twenty Inſtances in his Bible where Sin was 
put for Puniſhment ; yet enough hath been ſaid to 
ſhow,that by the TermSinned is not meantMortality, 
Rom. 5. 12. unleſs there be Strength enough in his 
thirdReaſon to bear down all that hath been offer d 
in Oppoſition to his two former. We muſt there- 
fore now proceed to conſider that, which is, 


Reaſon 3. That to afſert that Death paſſ.d upon all 
Men, as an Effect or Conſequence of their own Sin, Was 
beſide the Apoſtle's preſent Purpoſe ; which was to ſhow, 


20s 


64 An Enquiry into the Truth of the 
not what was the Effect 1 all Mens Sin, but on the con- 


trary, what was the Effect of Adam's Sin only. Now 
to this the Calviniſts reply, 5 1 00 


Reply. That it is @ meer Amuſement grounded only 
on the Sound of Words, without attending to the Senſe and 
Deſion of them. That there is no contrariety in ſup. 
poſing the ſame Sin to be Adam's only in one reſpect, 
and to be all Men's $in in another. That this is the 
Caſe of the Sin; which the Apoſtle is here ſpeaking 
of, viz. Adam's firſt Att of Diſobedience ; which was 
bis Sin only with reſpe& to actual Commiſſion; but 
was all Mens Sin with reſpect to Imputation. That 
therefore, when the Apoſtle ſaith, that Death paſſed 
upon all Men, for that all have ſinned, he don't mean 
that they had all ſinned in their own Perſons actuallj; 


(for this would be to contradi& what he himſelf 
ſays afterwards, Verſe 14, that Death reigned from 


Adam to Moſes, even over them that had not ſinned af- 
ter the Similitude of Adam's Tranſgreſſion) but he mult 
intend that Death had paſſed upon them all, becauſe 
they had all finned in Adam, that is, becauſe the 
Sin of Adam was by the righteousJudgment of God 
imputed to them all. Andto this agrees the molt 
literal, exact Rendering of the Apoſtle's Words, 
which is not for that, but in whom (i & ) all have 
ſinned. Now nothing could be more to theApoftle's 
Purpoſe, than to aſſert, that Death paſſed upon «ll 
Men, as a Puniſhment of that Sin, which was their 
own by Imputation only, being 20 Mans Sin but A- 
dam's with reſpe& to actual Commiſſion. 

therefore there is no more Ground from this third 
Reaſon, than from the two former, to ſuppoſe that 
the Apoſtle ſpeaks abſurdly, putting the Cauſe for 
the Effect, when he mentions them both together, 
and offers the former, as the Reaſon of the latter: 
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But it is time now to conſider what the Calvi- 
niſts have to ſay, to the ſecond Suppoſition, upon 
which this Gentleman grounds his Interpretation 
of this Diſcourſe of the Apoſtle, which is, | 


2. That by the Terms Life, and Juſtification of Life, 
and the like Expreſſions, in this Diſcourſe, is not meant 
hat eternal Life which will be the Portion and Inheritance 
of the Faithful ; but only a bare Reſurrection from that 
temporal Death,which had paſſed upon all Men, as a Con- 
ſeeuence or Effect of Adam's Sin. And to this the 
Calviniſts reply, 


Anſw. That if the Gentleman had tho't fit to carry on 
his Paraphraſe to the tuo remaining Verſes of this Chap- 
ter, he could not have a voided ſeeing, that the Apoſtle, by 
the Terms Life, and Juſtification of Life, and the like 
Expreſſions in this Diſcourſe,certainly meant that eternal 
Life, which will be the Portion and Inheritance 4. the 

"Faithful. For in the 21ſt Verſe the Apoſtle draws 
up the Concluſion of the whole Matter. which he had 
been arguing thro' the preceeding Verſes, in the 
following Words; That as Sin hath reigned unto Death, 
even ſo might Grace reign thro Righteonſneſs unto eter- 
nal Life, by Jeſus Chriſt our Lord. 


But the Gentleman argues, that the Life impor= 
ted in theſe Expreflions cannot be eternal Life, for 
this plain Reaſon, namely, that it will be univerſal 
to all over whom Death hath prevailed, which is all 
Mankind: Whereas eternal Life is every where de- 
Clared 1n the Scriptures to be the Portion of none 
but the Faithful. The Apoſtle in the foregoing 
Verſes, makes it his Buſineſs to prove, that the Be- 
veſit and Advantage Mankind have by Chrif, is as 
great and univerſal as the Damage done by Adam; 
and therefore, in * Reaſoning upon this W 
: | Re 


66 An Enquiry into the Truth of the 
he puts the Term Life, which he repreſents as a 
Benefit from Chrif, in Oppoſition to the Term 
Death, which he repreſents as a Damage coming 
from Adam. And he makes the Benefit of the one, 
to be as extenſive and univerſal as the Damage of the 
other, which can be true in no other Caſe, than in 
the general Reſurrection of all Mankind. To 
which the Calviniſts reply, | 


I · That it is ſtrange Confidence, to pretend to under- 


ftand the Importance of the Apoſtle's Expreſſions, better 
than he did himſelf; and to maintain, that he cannot 
mean eternal Life, whey he himſelf expreſsly affirms be 
does. And indeed, if the Apoſtle had not, in the 
laſt Verſe of the Chapter, declared this to be his 


Meaning; yet it would have been very unreaſo- 
nable to imagine, that he could intend any thing 
leſs than eternal Life by ſome of the Expreſſions, 


- which he uſes in the preceeding Verſes ; as parti- 
cularly when he ſays, Verſe 17, that they which re- 
ceive abundance of Grace, and of the Gift of Righteouſ- 
eſs, ſhall reign in Life by one, Feſus Chriſt, For 
who can imagine that the Apoſtle would expreſs 
a bare Reſurrection from temporal Death, which to Mul- 
titudes will be a Reſnrrection of Damnation, by ſuch 
Terms as reigning in Life by Feſus Chriſt ? Is it poſſi- 
ble that reigning in Life by FeſusChriſt ſhould intend 


only coming out of the Grave at the Voice of the Son of 


God, in order to be doomed to depart from him into 


everlaſting Fire, prepared for the Devil and his Angels? 


Or can ſuch a bare Reſurrettion from temporal Death be 
deemed a Benefit as great to theSubjects of it, as the 

Damage done them by the Sin of 4dam? The 
Calviniſts therefore obſerve, 


; 2. That the Life, which the Apoſtle intends by theſe 
Expr lions, will not be uni verſal to all oyer whom | 


Death 
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Death hath prevailed. For they apprehend it a 
great Miftake in this Gentleman to ſuppoſe, that 
the Apoſtle, in the foregoing Verſes, makes it bis 
Buſineſs to prove, that the Benefit and Advantage Man- 
kind have by Chriſt, is as univerſal, as the Damage 
done by Adam. What the Apoſtle urges is, not that 
the Benefit Mankind have by Chrift is as univerſal 
as the Damage done by the Sin of 44: ; but that 
it is much more obvious and eaſy to be conceived : that 
(as hath been obſerv'd before p. 46) it ought not 
to be tho't ſtrange, that the Merits and Effects of 
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it the Death of Chriſf are imputed to us for our Juſti- 
* fication; ſince a much ſtranger thing than this, 
le namely, the Imputation of the Guilt of Adam's Sin 
is to the Condemnation of his Poſterity, was a Truth 
. long before received. 
1 | Now that this muſt be the Apoſtle's meaning is 
i evident from the Form of Expreſſion which lie uſes, 
5 | Verſe 18, For if tbro the Offence of one (Man) many be 
ſ- dead ; much more the Grace of God, and the Gift by 
r Grace, which is by one Men, Few Cbriſt, hath abounded 
Fe unto many. And again, Verſe 17, If by one Mans 
1. Offence, (or by one Offence, as it is rendred in the 
h Margin of our Bibles) Death reigned by one, much 
S more they which receive abundance of Grace, and of the 
d Gift of Righteouſneſs, ſhall reign in Life by one, Feſus 
if Chriſt. The manifeſt Deſign of the Apoſtle in theſe 
5 Verſes is, not to repreſent the Benefit Mankind 
* have by Chriſt, as exactly equal and like to the Da- 
0 mage done by Adam; but as unlike to it, and diffe- 
je ring from it. ¶ Not as the Offence, ſo alſo is the Gift, 
* | ſays he, Verſe 15. And again, Not as it was by one 


that ſinned, ſo is the Gift, Verſe 16. ] And this Dif- 
ference the Apoſtle repreſents as ſuch, that the Term 
« much more may, in ſome reſpec or other, be applied 
n to the Benefit Mankind have by Chriſt, when it is 
h „ RoemeEAs 
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compared with the Damage done by Adam Now 
in waa: reſpect can this be? Surely the Gentleman 
himſelf wont ſay, that it is in reſpect of Extenſive- 
nels and Uni verſality: that the Benefit by Chriſt ſhall 
be much more univerſal, than he Damage done b 
Adam; that many more ſhall be mad: alive in Chriſt, 
than ever died in Adam. This is both falſe inFaR, 
and abſurd in the Nature of the Thing; and there. 
fore cannot be the. Apoſtle's meaning. But it is 
both true in Fact and obvious to every one, that 
the Terms much more, with reſpect to Credibility and 
Eaſineſs of Conception, may very properly be applied 
to the Benefits we receive by Chri/t, when they are 
compared with the Damage derived to us flom A- 
dam. For it is allowed on all Hands to be much 
eaſier to conceive, how God in the Riches of his 
Grace, may transfer Merit and Bleſlings from one 
Perſon to many; than how he can impure theGuilt | 
of the Sin of one to many, conſiſtently with his 
Juſtice. And fince this is both true in Fact, and 
renders the Apoſtle's Reaſoning juſt and natural, 
= may very Well conclude this to be the Drift 
OIL it, 
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Nor does there ſeem to be any thing in the Con- 
text, which could lead a Man into an Apprehen— 
ſion, that the Deſign of the Apoſtle was to prove, 
that the Benefit Mankind have by Chriſt, is as uni- 
verſal as the Damage done by Adam; unleſs it be 
that he ſays Verſe 18, Therefore, as by the Offence f 
one (or rather, by one Offence) Fadgment came upon all 
Men to Condemnatian ; even ſo by the Righteouſneſs of 
one (or by one Righteouſneſs) the free Gift came upon all 
Men unto Fuſtification of Life. Upon which the 
Calviniſ?s Obſerve, | 

That the Terms al! Men are not to be uyderſtood 
iel) without Exception in either Part of this 
Tm Yerle 
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Verſe ; any more than they are to be ſo underſtood, | 
when Anazias, upon Saul's receiving his Sight, ſaith 1 
unto him Acts 22. 15, Thou ſhalt be bis Witneſs unte 
all Men, of what thou haſt ſeen and heard. And this, 

they think, is fairly intimated by the Apoſtle's u- 

ſing the Terms all Men, and many, Verſe 12, 15, 

18, 19, as Terms of one and the fame Importance 

in his Intention. For he conſiders F Adam & Chrift | | 
as the conſtituted Heads and Repreſentatives of 
their reſpective Poſterity. And in the Compariſon he 
runs between them, he indifferently uſes the Terms 
all Men, and many, to ſignifie that Number which they 
do reſpettively repreſent, The many, or all Men repre- 
ſented by Adam, are all thoſe many, who are born of 
him in the Way of Nature, and no more. And the 
man), Or all Men repreſented by Cbriſt, are all thoſe 
many, who are born of him in the Way of Grace, and no 
more. For, 
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1. Adam did not repreſent all Mankind without Ex- 
eeption: but only thoſe of them, who were born of him in 
the Way of Nature, or by ordinary Generation. For 
Chriſ Was as really Man, as Adam was; but being 
born of Adam out of the Way of Nature, or by ex- 
traordinary Generation, he came not into the Num- 
ber of thoſe repreſented by Adam. This is evident 
in that every one whom Adam repreſented muſt 
needs have /inncd in him; as hath been proved a- 
bove. Bat Chriſt was holy, harmleſs, undefiled and 
ſeparate fromSinners ; and even the Sin he ſuffered 
for, was imputed to him, not as he was @ Man; but 
as he was a Surety for and Redeemer of Man. 


1 
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t Vid. Gomay. Par. Wil. in Loc, And Mc. Paine's Sermon 
on Orig. Sin. p. 3. F*Frrr! q 
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And, 
2. Chriſt did wot repreſent, either all Mankind, op 
all whom Adam repreſented : but only all thoſe, who are, 
or ſhall be born of him, in the Hay of Grace. For none 
but theſe, ſhall reign in Life by Feſus Chrift ; nor are 


any but theſe, nade righteous by hisObedience. And it is 


uite contrary to the Whole Current of the Apoſtle's 

eaſoning in this Chapter to ſuppoſe, that cheObe- 
dience of E briſt is leſs effectual to bring down Bene- 
fits upon thoſe, that are repreſented by him; than 
the Sin of Adam was to bring down Miſchief, up- 
on thoſe whom he repreſented. So far is ſuch a 
Suppoſition from being true, that the Apoſtle de. 
clares the Repreſentativeſhip of Chriſt to be rather 
more, than Jeſs evidently effectual than the Repre- 
ſentativeſhip of Adam, by applying the Terms much 


more once and again to the former, when compared 


with the latter, 


Since then Adam did not repreſent all Mankind 
without Exception; and ſince Chriſt did not repreſent 
all whom Adam repreſented : ſince Judgment to Con- 
demnation d1d not come upon all Men without Exception 

by the Offence of Adam; nor the free Gift to Fuſtifi- 
cation of Life, upon all Men without Exception, by the 
Righteouſneſs of Chriſt ; it is impoſſible that the A- 
poſtle by the Terms all Men in the 18thVerſe ſhould 
intend any more, than all thoſe, ho are reſpe&ively 
repreſented by Adam and Chriſt. Nor is ſuch a limi- 
ted uſe of the Word all, to denote only all of ſome 
certain Sort of Perſons, unfrequent in the Scriptures 
of the New Teſtament : as when our Lord himſelf 
Tays, Joh. 10. 8. All that ever came before me, are 
Thieves and Robbers : And when the Apoſtle ſaith, 
Phil. 2. 21. All ſeek their own, not theThings which art 
EEE * 
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And now the Sum is, That by the Terms Life, 
Fuſtification of Life, and reigning in Life by Jeſus 
Chriſt,the Apoftle certainly means eternal Life; both 
becauſe ſome of the Expreflions will not admit of 
any other tolerable Senſe, and becauſe the Apoſtle 
himſelf expreſsly uſes the Terms eternal Life, in 
drawing up the Concluſion of the whole Matter, 
which he had been arguing in this Chapter: That 
eternal Life is every where declared in the Scrip- 


| tures to be the Portion and Inheritance of none but 
| the Faithful: That therefore the Apoſtle does nor, 
nor can, make it his Buſineſs to prove, that the Be- 


nefit Mankind have by Chriſt, which he ſpeaks of 


under the Terms Life, Juſtification of Life, &c. is as 


univerſal as the Damage done by Adam ; but only, 
that it is much more eaſy to be apprebended and believed: 
That this is evidently hisIntention from the Terms 
much more, which he once and again applies to the 
Benefit we receive by Chriſt, when compared with 
the Damage derived to us from Adam: In fine, that 
the Terms all Men in the 18th Verſe import? no- 
thing contrary to this, ſince it is plain from the Na- 
ture of the Things there ſpoken of, that they are 


not to be underſtood abſolutely without Exception; 


ſince the Apoſtle himſelf fairly intimates that he 


did not intend them ſo, by uſing the Terms all Men 
and many, Verſe 12, 15, 18, 19, as Expreflions of 


one and the ſame Importance; and ſince ſuch a li- 


mited Senſe of the Terms all Men, as denotes only all 


of ſome certain Sort, is frequent elſewhere in the New 
Teſtament *. Thus the Calviniſts think they have 

vindicated the Apoſtle Paul from the Charge, of abſurdly 
meanirg only a bare Reſurrection from temporal Death, 


14 


« Veſides the Inſtances cited above, ſee Luke 6, 26: John 11. 
48. Col, 1. 28, 1 Tim. 6. 19. A 
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it, lies; namely in what they argue from the Cove- 
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by ſuch Expreſſions as Fuſtification of Life, and reiend 
5 in Life by Feſus Chriſt. And as Le, Ri tet 
weſs of God in imputing the Quilt of the Sin of Adam 
to all his Poſterity by ordinary Generation ; they 
truſt they have fully vindicated that alſo from the un- 
juſt Reflections caſt upon it, under their firſt Argument 
"an the Covenant of Nature between God and 4. 
am. | 


I have now ſhown, where the chief Strength of the 


Calwiniſts, (who maintain the Doctrine of the Impu- 


tation of the Guilt of Adam's firſt Sin) as T apprehend 


nant of Nature between God and Adam; And in the 
Arguments they draw from that large Diſcourſe of 
the Apoſtle Paul, Rom. 5. from the 11th Verſe, to 
the End of the Chapter. 


Ihave likewiſe faithfully repreſented(Co far as they 
fave fallen within myObſervacion) the beſt Things 
which the Arminians, Or others offer, to take off the 
Force of theſe Arguments. And now it is time te 
paſs over to the other Side, and take a View, 


2. Of what the Arminians, or others argue againf 
the Imputation of the Guilt of Adam's Sin to his Poſte- 
rity : And of what the Calviniſts in their Turn objett or 
reply to them. Now the Arminians and others argue 
againſt che Truth of this Doctrine chiefly from twe 
Conſiderations, namely, 


T. A ſuppoſed Inconſifency of it with the divine Per- 
fe ions. An ; 


2. 
gur es. 


From a ſuppoſed ComtradiGorineſs of it to the Seriy- 
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1. They ſay, it is inconſiſtent with the divine Perfec- 
tins, that all the Poſterity of Adam by ordinary Genera- 
tion, ſhould be made Sinners, by the Imputation of the 
Guilt of bis firſt Act of Diſobedience to them; and there- 
fore ſuch a Doctrine cannot be true. It ſeems repug- 
nant to the Truth, and Juſtice, and Goodneſs of 
God, to reckon Men guilty of a Sin which the 
never committed, and to puniſh them in their Soul's 


_ eternally, for that which was no Act of theirs, 


And tho' (as hath been obſerv'd before) we ealily 


_ enough conceive how God in the Riches of his 


Grace, may transſer Merit and Bleſſings from one 
Perſon to many, this being only an Oeconomy of 
Mercy, where all is free, and ſuch a Method 1s ta- 
ken as may beſt declare the Goodneſs of God : but 
in the Imputation of Sin and Guilt which are Mat- 
ters of ſtrict Juſtice, it is quite otherwiſe. Upon 
this Head God is often pleaſed to appeal to Men 
of the Juſtice of all his Ways. And therefore no 


ſuch Doctrine ought to be admitted, that carries in 


it an Idea of Cruelty, beyond what the blackeſt 
Tyrants ever have invented. And tho' in Articles 
relating to the Nature of God, they acknowledge 
it is h ghly reaſonable to believe, that there may be 
Myſteries which exceed our Capacity : Yer in 
Moral Matters, in God's federal Dealings with us, 
it ſeems unreaſonable, and contrary to the Nature 
of God, to believe that there may be a Myſtery 
contrary to the cleareſt Notions of Juſtice & Good- 
nels; ſuch as the condemning Mankind for theSin 
of one Man, in which the reſt had no Share; and 
tho they were never in any reſpe& capable of con- 
curring towards it. To this Argument the Cal- 
Viniſts reply, 3) 
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Birnet's Exp. p. 114. 
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Anfw. That here fs no Myſtery at all in the Caſe; That 
here is not ſo much as an Appearance of Inconfiſtency (to 


one who conſiders the Matter well) with any of the di- 
wine Perfeitions ; That they are willing to put the 


whole Diſpute upon this Hue, and will never more 


pretend to aſſert the Imputation of the Guilt of 
Adam's Sin to his Poſterity, if they can't make it 
out to be conſiſtent with all the Attributes of God. 
Now this they think they ſhall do effectually, it 
they prove the three things following, viz. 


1. That the Advantage promiſed to Adam for bimſelf 
and Poſterity upon Condition of his Obedience, was more 
than proportionable to the Diſadvantage threatned in Caſe 
of Diſobedience. 


2: That it was better in the Nature of the Thing fo 


the Poſterity of Adam, that be ſhould be appointed by Gd 


to repreſent them, and att for them ; than that they ſhould 
have been appointed, each Mean to ſtand or fall by bim- 


el, And, 


3. That it is impoſſible it ſhould be inconſiſtent with 
eny of the divine Perfections, for God to deal with the 
Poſterity of Adam, according to the Terms of a Covenant 
in its own Nature Equitable, and for their Good, The 


Calvini/ts then maintain, 


I. That the Advantage promiſed to Adam for bimſelf, 
and his Peſterity, upon Condition of his perfect Obedience, 
was mere than proportionable to the Diſadvantage threat- 
ned in Caſe of Diſobedience. "Tis true, Life Eternal, 
which was promis'd upon Condition of Adam's 
perfect Obedience, is not in it ſelf a greater Good; 


than Eternal Death, which was threatned in Caſe of 


Diſobedience, is an Evil. But tho' the Good pro- 
miled, was not in its own Nature greater, than the 
| vi 
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Evil threatned ; yet it was more unmeritable, and 
in that reſpe& more than proportionable, For the pro- 
per Wages of Sin againſt God is Eternal Death, accor- 
ding to the ſtricteſt Rules of Juſtice: but ſince the 

Creature cannot be proficable to the Creator, eter- 
nal Life could never have been deſerved by the moſt 
perfect Obedience; but muſt have been the anme- 

rited Gift of God. Indeed an innocent Creature may 
reaſonably expe& thus much from the Goodneſs of 
God, and from his Juſtice too, that Exiſtence, ſo 
long as God pleaſes to continue it, ſhall be an Hap- 
pineſs and not a Miſery. But Exiſtence it ſelf is 
what no Creature hath a Riglit to; and therefore, 


much leſs can it have a Right to the eternal Con- 


tinuance of an happy Exiſtence ; unleſs God, of his 
abundant Goodneſs. ſhall think fic by Promiſe, or 
Covenant, to make over ſuch a Right unto it. So 
then, when God promiſed eternal Life and Happi- 
ue unto Adam, and his Poſterity, upon Condition 

of Adam's perfect Obedience; he promiſed, what 
Adam could never have deſerved for himſelf, and 
much leſs for his Poſterity, and ſo could have had 
no claim to, either for himſelf, or them, had it not 
been for the Covenant Promiſe of God: Whereas, 
when he threatned eternal Death, in Cale of Diſobe- 
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againſt God; the Calviniſts think that the Cove- 
nant, ſo far as Adam himſelf only was concerned 
in it, was undeniably, nur only Equitable, ' but ex- 
ceeding Kind and Good. Nor could any Diſpute, 
with the leaſt Pretence of Reaſon, ever have been 
raiſed concerning the Equity or Goodneſs of it, 
hal the ſame Terms been propounded to each of 
the Poſterity of Adam for himſelf only, which were 
propounded to Adam, both for himſelf, and his 
Polterity. And therefore there can be no Ground 
of Cavil, unleſs it was inconſiſtent with the divine 
Perfections, that Adam ſhould be appointed of God 
to repreſent his Poſterity, and act for them. In 
Oppoſition to which the Calviniſts affirm, 


2. That it was better in the Nature of "the Thing for 
the Poſterity of Adam, that be ſhould be appointed by Gia 
to repreſint them, and act for them; than that they ſnou!d 


| bave been appointed, every Man to ſtand, e by bim- 


ſelf. Thar it was beſt the Covenant ſhou!d be ſo 


made with Adam, as that all his Poſtericy ſhould: 


ſhare with him in Life and Happineſs, upon Con- 
dition of his perfect Obedience; or become ob— 
noxious with him to Death or Miſery, in Caſe of 
his Diſobedience: The Reaſons with which the 
Calviniſts endeavour to ſupport this Aﬀertion, I 
have had Occaſion to mention before; and there- 


fore ſhall only juſt take Notice here that they ob- 


ſerve, 8 | N = 
That Adam was the immediate Workmanſhip of 


God, and therefore could not but be under ſtronger 
and more affecting Impreſſions of his Obligations 
and Duty to him, than Perſons who come into the 
World 1n the Way of ordinary Generation. That 


Adam received the Covenant, not remotely by Tra- 


d:ctou from others, but immediately from the Mouth. 
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: of God himſelf ; which muſt alſo naturally tend to 
* render it more impreſſive. That the Intereſt of all 
his Poſterity, as well as his own, depended upon 
his demeanour in one eaſy- Point + And that we 
often ſee, that Men out of Love and Concern for 
their Poſterity, refrain from thoſe. Crimes, from 
which no Conſideration of themſelves could have 
wich-held them. That either of theſe Conſidera- 
ctons ſingly, and much more all of them together, 
rendered it much more likely, that Adam ſhould. 
continue ſtedfaſt in his Obedience, during his time 
of Probation; than that any Man of his Poſterity 
would, if expoſed to the ſame or equal Tempta- 
tions; and left to the ſame Freedom of Will; and 
not more powerfully aſſiſted, than he was, by the 
preventing Grace of God. In fine, that if Adam, 
being under ſtronger Inducements thereto than a- 
ny of his Poſterity ever could have been, was to all 
Appearance much more likely than they, to have 
continued ſtedfaſt in his Obedience; it will thence 
follow, that his being appointed of God to repre- 
ſent them, and act for them, was not only Equita- 
ble; but in the Nature of the Thing tended more 
to the Good and Advantage of Mankind, than if 
every Man had been appointed to act for himſelf. 
And therefore, it may reaſonably be ſuppo ſed, that 
every Child of Adam, could it have been antece- 
dently propoſed to him, would have conſented to 
it, and even choſen, that this Covenant ſhould be 
made with Adam, not only for himſelf, bur for his 
Poſterity alſo. For all thePoſteriry of Adam would 9 
have tho't themſelves ſafer, and that it was more 1 
likely they ſhould eſcape Death, and be confirm'd | 
in Life and Happineſs forever, if their Intereſts. I 
were depoſited with him, and he appointed to re- 
preſent and act for them; than it they had been 
appointed every one to ſtand or fall by himſelf. 
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Not is there any Reaſon to doubt, but that if Adam 
had held faſt his Integrity, we ſhould all of us have 
been giving Glory to God continually, for the Wiſ- 


dom and Govdnels of the Method he had taken, to 


ſecure the Confirmation of Holineſs and Happi- 
neſs to us forever. Now the Events prov ing other- 
wiſe, thro Adam's abuſing the Truſt repoſed in him, 


can't alter the Nature of the Thing it ſelf, and ren- 


der that unjuſt or unreaſonable, which was in it 
ſelf juit and good and reaſonable, and would have 


been ſo acknowledg'd by us, if the Event had pro- 


ved favourable to us. Nor could a Foreſight of the 
Event be any juſt Reaſon, why God ſhould not e- 
ſtabliſn the Covenant with Adam after this Manner. 
What belong'd to God was, to do that, which was 
in it ſelf moſt likely to prevent the Apoſtacy and 


Ruin of Mankind, let the foreſeen Event be what 


1t would: 


Upon the whole; Tho' the Event hath proved 
unhappy, yet the Calviniſts think it plain (from the 


Connderations mentioned) that it was the beſt 


Thing which could be done in thoſeCircumitances, 


that Adam ſhould be appointed by God to repreſent 


and act for his Poſterity. And accordingly, that 
God did fet him in ſuch a publick Capacity. And 
therefore they affirm, 


3. That it is impoſſible it ſhould be inconſiſtent with 
any of the divine Perfections, to deal with the Poſterity 
of Adam, as Perſons obnoxious to the Puniſhment denoun- 
ced againſt him, in Caſe of Diſobedience, For if the 
Terms of the Covenant were good and equitable, 
it ean't be ccntrary tO Equity Or Goodnets, ot 
any other divine Perfection, to deal with Mankind 
according to them, 1 
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* ”Tis true indeed the Caſe of Mankind is become 


very compaſſionable, fince - they were all involy'd 
m Sin and Miſery by anAct of Diſobedience, which 
they had no perſonal Share in; But it is as true, 
that God hath treated them with ſueh Compaſſion, 
as will eternally deſerve our Praife and Admiration, 
fince he hath given his only begottenSon to redeem 
and ſave them. 5 


I ſhall not proceed to any other Arguments urged 
by the Arminians, or otbers, againſt the Imputation 
of the Guile of Adam's firſt Sin to his Poſterity, 


from a ſuppoſed inconſiſtency of this Doctrine with 


the divine Perfections. For I have already men- 
tioned the moſt weighty of them, that I have ever 
met with, by Way of Objection againſt theCalvizifts 
Doctrine of the Covenant between God and Adam. 


Nor is it needful to multiply Arguments of this | 


Sort. For one of them will determine the Contro- 
verly, as well as a thouſand, if God did not appoint 
Adam to repreſent his Poſterity and a& for them, 
and if it was not juſt that he ſhould ; But if it was 
Equitable and Good that Adam ſhould be ſer in ſuch 
a publick Capacity, and accordingly God did fo 
let him; it will be impoſſible to prove the Impu- 
tation of his Sin to his Poſterity to be inconſiſtent 
with the divine Perfections. 80 that (as I obſerv'd 
before) the Equitableneſs and the Reality of a Cove- 
nant between God and Adam, for his Poſterity as 
well as for himſelf, are the great things to be en- 
quired 1nto, for deciding this Controverſy. 


However I ſhall proceed to the ſecond Thing 
principally inſiſted on by the Adverſaries of the 
Imputation of the Guilt of Adam's firſt Sin to his 


Poſterity; which (if it be true) is a Conſideration 


abundantly 
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abundantly ſufficient alone to deſtroy the Credit of 
any Doctrine. Now this is, 8 


2. That the Doctrine of the Imputation of the Guilt of 
Adam's firſt Sin to bis Poſteri ty is Contradictory to the 
Seriptures. For there are diverſe Paſſlages of Scrip- 
rure which ſeem evidently to conclude for theDoc- 
trine directly oppoſite, Thus, 1 
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1. God in the Scriptures ſometimes expreſsly forbid: 
ſuch a Way of Proceedure among Men, as the puniſhing of 
theChildren for theParents Sins. The Fathers (ſaith he) 
id. $ ſpall not be put to Death for the Children, neither ſhall the 
gd. N | Children be put to Death for the Fathers. Every Man 
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ſhall be put to Death for his own Sin, Deut. 24. 16. 
And this Rule of Righteouſneſs deſerves to be more 
carefully attended by us, inaſmuch as theScriptures 
have taken a moſt ſignal Notice of the conſcien- 
tious Reſpect which was once paid to it. For the 
ſacred Hiſtorian tells us 2 Kings 14. 5, 6. That «s 
ſoon as the Kingdom of Judah was confirmed in the Hand 
of Amaziah, he ſlew bis Servants, which bad ſlain tht 
King his Father. But the Children of the Murderers ht 
= flew not: according to that which is written in the Book 

_ 1 4: of the Law of Moſes, wherein the Lord commanded ſaj- 
_ ing, The Fathers ſhall not be put to Death for the Chil- 
aren, nor the Children be put to Death for the Fathers; 
but every Man ſhall be put to Death, for his on Sin. 
Nor is this all. For the religious Reſpect which 
13 King Ameziah paid to this Commandment of his 
„ S 0d. is again mentioned to his Praiſe. 2 Chron. 25. 
1 4. He did that which was right in the Sigbt of the Lord. 
+ BK — He ſlew his Servants, that had killed the King bi: 

; Father. But be ſlew not their Children, but did as it it 
written in the Law, in the Book of Moſes, &c. Nou 
the double Mark of Honour ſet upon theObedience 
of KingAmaziah to this divine Command, ſuppoles 
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tance in God's Account. And therefore, it woul 


| Tapas of Alun ate 8 


it to be a Rule of Righteouſneſs of great Impor- 


be highly injurious to him to imagine, that he wou d 


do that himſelf, which (as an unrighteous thing) he 


hath ſtrictly forbidden Men to do: And which; 


when they concientiouſly forbear, he is ſo welt 
pleaſed with them for it. To this the Calvinifes 


reply, 


1. That the Argument depends entirely upon a falſeSup2 


poſition ; Namely, That God cannot do that juſtly bim- 
ſelf, which be don't allow Men to do. Now that this 
is a falſe Maxim, is plain from what he tells us, 
Exod. 20. 5. That be is a jealous God, viſiting the Ini- 


quities of the Fathers upon the Children unto the third and 


fourth Generation of them that hate him; 


Again, The Falſeneſs of the Maxim is no leſs 
evident from Fact. Since we find that God _ 
often diſpenſed with that Law, Deut. 24. 16. An 
expreſsly authorizedMen to execute Judgment up- 
on the Children of great Tranſgreſſors, as well as 


upon themſelves. Thus Joſhua and all Iſrael, by di- 


vine Appointment, took Achan, and his Sons, and his 
Daughters, and ſtoned him with Stones, and burned them 
with Fire, after they bad ſtoned them with Stones, Joſli⸗ 


7. 24, 25, And ſo Jehu was anointed of God, to cut 


off the whole Houſe of Ahab, 2 Kings 9. 6, 7,8. An 

we are furniſhed with many other ſuch Inſtances in 
the Scriptures.” And therefore, when God ſays, 
The Children ſhall not be put to Death for the Fathers, e- 
very Man ſhall be put to Death for his own Sin, he Cart 
only intend to ſet Bounds to human Vengeance, Which 


— 


otherwiſe might often exceed greatly; and not to 


divine Fuſtice, which can neyer be influenced by un- 
reaſonable Paſſions. He ſhews what he would or- 
dinarily have done by Men; and not what he wilt 

= B . 
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always tie himſelf up to, or what he cannot deviate 


from without Injuſtice. 


2. The Law Deut. 24. 16. feſpecti the Puniſhment of 
ſuch Sins only, as Parents commit in their perſonal Capa- 
citits 5 and not as the Repreſentatives of their Children, 
And thetefore noArgument can reaſonably be drawn 
from thence, againſt the Imputation of the Guilt of 
Adam's firſt Sin to his Poſterity. For Adam was at 
that time fet by God in a publick Capacity, to re- 


preſent and act for his Poſterity. And this is the 


Reaſon why they all Share with him in his Suffe- 
rings for that Sin ; as they would have done in his 
Rewards, if he had perſevered in hisDuty. Where- 
as when Adam by that Sin, had broken Covenant 
withGod,and ſo ceaſed any longer to ſtand in ſuch a 
| AIRF his followingSins were no more 
imputed to his Poſterity, then the Sins of our im- 
mediate Progenitors, are to us. Ci * 190 
But I proceed to ſay, that the Arminians argue, 


2. That God ſometimes in Scripture diſclaims ſuch 4 
Method, as the puniſhing Children for their Fathers Sins. 
He not only forbids Men to do it, but declares that 
he does it not himſelf, * Thus after God had re- 
premanded the Iſraelites, for a Proverb, which, ill 


founded as it was, had too generally preyail'd a- 


mong them, I The Fathers have eaten ſowre Grapes,and 
the ChildrensTeeth are ſet on Edge ; he declares in the 
moſt ſolemn and awful Manner, that they ſhall not 
bave Occaſion any more to uſe this Proyerb, and 
that upon a clear and inconteſtible Reaſon of E- 


| Guiry. || Behold, all Souls are mine, as the Soul of the 


Father, ſo alſo the Soul of the Son is mine: the Soul that 


I 


 # Dr. Fidder, v. 1. p. zes, }avk, 18. 4 J Ver. 4, 20? 
 fonnath 


faneth it (ball die. The Son ſhall not bear the Iniquity of 
the Father, neither ſhall the Father bear the Iniquity of 
the Son; the Righteouſneſs of the Righteous ſhall be upon 
him, and the Wickedneſs of the Wicked ſhall be upon bim. 
+ And then he goes on to appeal to the judgment 
of thoſe very 1/raelites who complained of the Ini- 
quity of his dealings with them,whether he did not 
govern himlelf in this reſpe& by the Principles of 
Juſtice and Equity? * Hear now, O Heuſe of Iſrael, 
Are not my Ways equal? From whence we muſt infer, 
that as the charging every Man's Sin upon himſelf, 
and not upon another, was juſt and equal in God's 
account; ſo the contrary to this, vix. the charging 
or imputing one Man's Sin to another, that was no 
way acceſſory thereto, is unequal and unjuſt in his 
Account alſo. And as God declar'd by the Mouth 
of his Prophet, that he would deal equally with 
his Creatures in this reſpect, by charging the Guilt 
of every Man's Sin upon himſelf, and not upon a- 
nother; ſo whoever aflerts otherwiſe of God, is 
guilty of Slander and falſe Accuſation againſt the 


moſt High; and conſequently God will not impute 


Adam's Sin to his Poſterity. 


To ſtrengthen all this, it may be obſerv'd further, 
that theſe Paſlages in Ezekiel are not a ſingle Decla-. 
ration of the Method of God's Proceedure in his ju- 
dicial Dealings with Men; but we are told to the 
ſame Purpoſe, Jer. 31. 29, 30. They ſhall ſay no more, 
the Fathers have eaten a ſowre Grape, and the Childrens 
Teeth are ſet on Edge. But every one ſhall die for his 
own Iniquity, every Man that eateth the ſowre Grape bis 
Te 5 ſhall be ſet on edge. 
To theſe Texts thus alledged the Calviniſts ſay, 
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I. That they ought not to be underſtood as always true, | 
according to the ſIrifneſs of the letter of them. Thus, | 
when it is ſaid, rhe Soul that ſins ſhall die, and ever 


one (hall die for his own Iniquity, it cannot intend,that 
this is always theCaſe; for that would be to contta- 
dict the Redemption of ſinful Men by the Death of 


Chriſt, upon whom the Lord hath laid the Iniquities 
_— - of as all; and who was cut off, not for himſelf ; but | 
EE ., that whoſoever belieweth in bim might not periſh, but have b 


everlaſting Life. And fo again, when it is ſaid, the 
Son ſhall not bear the Iniquity of the Father, it cannot 
mean that he never ſhall, let his Behaviour be what 
it will; for this would be to contradict the ſecond 
Commandment, in which God expreſsly tells us, 
that he viſits the Iniquities of the Fathers upon the Chil- 
dren unto the third and fourth Generation of them that 
hate him. And therefore, REES 0 | 


od A = kt - 


med1ate 


7 2. This Paſſage ought to be expounded of ſuch Children b 
3h only, as do not walk in the evil Ways of their Fathers ; t] 
1 but for ſake them, and abhor them. And thus God him- * 
5 ſelf expreſsly determines his ownMeaning. IF the won Þh 
0 ſeeth all bis FathersSins,which hehath done, and conſidereth, 2 
1 and doeth not ſuch like ; he ſhall not die for thelniquity of h 
. bis Father, he ſhall ſurely live, Exek. 18.14, 17. And ſo ti 
= again Verſe 19, When the Son hath done that hich is 7 
. lawful and right, and hath kept all my Statutes, and hath 1 
1 done them, be ſhall ſurely live. But now this is not > 
P 4 _ mwaturally the Cale of any of the Poſterity of Adam. fl 
* For they are all Tranſgreſſors from the Womb, and go | 
Y on obſtinately in their Treſpaſſes, till the Grace of 
3 God prevents and reclaims tgemn. 6; 
i 3. If what ts falſe was true, that God now never viſi- re 
4 ted the Iniquities of theFathers upon the Children ; yet this tl 
3 world not prove, that be don't impute Adam's firſ# Si 0 
4 Fo bis Pabel. For it is not pretended that our in. 


mediate Progenitors are ſet by God in ſuch a pub- 

lick Capacity to repreſent us, and act for us; as 

Adam was appointed to do for his Poſterity. 
We may now obſerve, | oe 


3. That ſome have thot ſundry Paſſages in the New 
Teſtament to be irreconcileable with the Doctrine of the 
Imputation of the Guilt of Adam's Sin to bis Poſterity. 
Thus for Inſtance, 42 


r. Our bleſſed Lord ſaith concerning little! Children, 
Matth. 19. 14. That of ſuch is the Kingdom of Heaven. 


Now how could theſe little Children have a Right 


to the Kingdom of Heaven, if they were under the 


Guilr of Adam's firſt Sin, and bound to ſuſtain the 


Penalty of it? To which it is anſwered, 

That nothing was tranſmitted to them from Adam 
but Sin, and Guilt, and Miſery : That therefore 
their Title to the Kingdom of Heaven, was not deri- 
ved to them by any natural or covenant Right from 


him; but was entirely owing to the Election of Grace, 


and to the Covenant of God with their Father Abra- 
ham, which included his Seed with him ; according 


to what we read, Gen. 17. 7. I will eftabliſh my Co- 
venant between me and thee, and thy Seed after thee, in 


their Generations, for an everlaſting Covenant; ta be a 
God unto thee, and to thy Seed after thee. Again it is 
further alledged, | 


2. That now under the Goſpel Diſpenſation, wherever 
e:rber of the Parents is a Believer, the Children are ſaid 
to be holy, x Cor. 7. 14. Now whether this intends 
real, or only federal Helineſs, it but ill agrees with 


the Suppoſition, that they are under the Wrath and 


Curſe of God, upon the Account of Adam's Sin. 
To which it is replyed, © "as 
; 5 V | That 
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That the ſame Apoſtle elſewhere aſſures us that all, both 
Jews and Gentiles, are by nature Children of Wrath,Eph. 
2. 3. -And therefore, if the Children of believing 
Gentiles are in any Senſe holy, it muſt be entirely 
owing to the Grace of God, Who when we were 
Enemies, hath reconciled us to himſelf, by the Death of his 
Son; who bath redeemed us from the Curſe of the Law, 
being made a Curſe for us, that the Bleſſing of Abraham 
(namely of being a God unto him, and to his Seed 
after him) might come upon the Gentiles thro' Feſus 
Cbriſ . It is hardly worth while to mention, 


3. Tbe Anſwer of our Saviour to that ſtrange Queſt ion 
of bis Diſciples, Joh. 9. 2. Maſter, who did Sin, this 
Alan, ar his Parents, that he was born blind? For when 
he replies, Ver. 3. Neither hath this Man ſinned,nor his Pa- 
rents; but that the orks of God ſhould be made manifeſt 
in him: It is plain he cannot intend, that the Pa- 
rents of this Man were as free from Sin as the Man 
himſelf was before he was born; becauſe that would 
be to contradict what the wiſe Man tells us, Eccl. 
7. 20. That there is not a juſt Man upon Earth, that 
doer h good, and ſinneth not. And much leſs can he 
intend, that God never takes Occaſion from theSins 
of Parents to bringCalamities upon their Children 
for.that would be to contradict the moſt expreſs and 
ſolemn. Declaration of God himſelf, Exod. 20. f. 


that be viſits the Iniquities of the Fathers upon the Chil- 


dren unto the third and fourth Generation. And leaſt of 
all can he intend, that God don't impute the Guilt 
of the Sin of Adem to his Poſterity : for that is a 
Senſe to which his Words can never be ſtretch'd ; 
and which his Diſciples neither asked, nor at that 
time tho't any thing about, The obvious Meaning 


of our Lord therefore is, that the Blindneſs of this 
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poor Man, was not inflicted by God, as a Puniſh- 
ment of anySin, either of his on, or of hisParents ; 
but only that an Opportunity might hereby be gi- 


ven, for a glorious Manifeſtation of the Goodnels 


and Power of God upon him, 

I have now, either by way of Obje&ion, or of 
Argument, faithfully repreſented (ſo far as they 
have fallen within my Notice) the principal things 
urged againſt the Imputation of theGuilt of Adam s 
firſt Sin co his Poſterity, by the Adverſaries of that 
Doctrine. Upon which I ſhall juſt remark, 

That their great Strength don't lie ſo much in 
what they argue from theSeriptures that have been, 
or any others that can be mentioned; as it does in 
what they argue from the ſeeming Inconſiſtency of 
the Doctrine of the Imputation, & e. with many of 
the divine Perfections: And that their Arguments 
of this Sort, have too much Force in them to be 
withſtood upon any other Principle, then that of a 
Covenant of God with Adam for his Poſterity as 
well as for himſelf ; But if this Principle be true (as 
I think I have prov'd it 1s) all Oppoſition to the 
Doctrine deduced from it, muſt fall before it. 


I ſhall not now enter into the Conſideration: of 


the ſecond Propoſition contained in the Article be- 
fore us, which is, 


That the ſame Death in Sin end corrupted Nature, 
which befel our firſt Parents upon their eating the forbid- 


den Fruit, was convey'd to all their Poſterity deſcending 


from them by ordinary Generation. But I thall haſten 
to diſpatch, in as few Words as may be, ſo much of 


12 


— 
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Two Diſcourſes upon this ſecond Propoſition, are here 


omitted, becauſe — concerning that Subject was 


— 


mentioned in the Pro to the Subſeribers. 4 
1 the 
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the third and laft Propoſition, as relates to the Bus” 
quiry I have been upon; namely, 123 

| 1 

3. That one Ground of the Imputat ion of the Guilt "if 

the abovementioned Sin of our firſt Parents to all. theip 

Poſterity by ordinary Generation, was their being the Root 

of all Mankind, '\ © . Fs 


L only ſay that it is one Ground, becauſe appre- 
hend that this Matter is to be principally reſolved 
Into the ſovereign Will of God : for there was no 
Neceflity in the Nature of the Thing, that it ſhould 
follow from Mankinds being all ſprung from one 
Root. The immediate Reaſon of the Imputation 
of the Guilt of the Sin of our firſt Parents, is their 
being appointed of God to repreſent theirPoſterity, 
and act for them Now however ſuitable and pro- 

er this might be; yet I think no Man may pre- 
ume to ſay, that God could not, conſiſtently enough 
with the Honour of all his Perfections, have ap- 
pointed Mankind, as he did the Angels, every one 
to ſtand or fall by himſelf; without conſtituting 
705 common Head their common Repreſentative 
alſo. 


And yet on the other Hand, if God had created 
all Mankind at once, as he did the Angels, it is not 
at all probable, that he would have appointed any 
one Perſon to repreſent and act for them all; nor 
could there have been the ſame, or other as good 
Reaſons, why he ſnould do ſo; as there were for 
his appointing Adam to repreſent and act for his 
Poſterity. So that we may very well conclude, that 
Adam's being the Root of all Mankind was one, tho not 
the only, nor the principal Ground of the Imputa- 
tion of the Guilt of his firſt Sin to them. And thus 
much may ſuffice for the Expliration and e 
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A of Sentiments to 
each other. Let not him th 


k en, bh does not believe the 


2. Let no Man prejudice himſelf or others apaink this 
Doctrine, by being too poſitive in Matters of which he bath 
no Certainty. In particular you ought to beware of 
boldly derermining the future Milcry of ſuch as die 
efore they have been guilty of actual Sin. For 
ho can tell how many of them may belong to the 
Election of Grace? Or indeed, who can prove, that 
hey were not all choſen in Chriſt before the Foundation 
be World, and predeſtinated to the Adoption of Chil- 

N dren, 


bo dare to affirm they were; yet if EA 
2 that they were not, no Man may tu 
tain Conjectures about them, into Mattes of 
ion or Prejudice againſt a Doctrine, which 
on 3 ch been well — to him. Our uncertainsup- 
__ 8 5 about ſuch things as God hath tho t fr 
ds keep ſecret, ought never to be oppoſed to any 


2 Y Truth which he hath been pleaſed to reveal. * > 


9 Age 7. line 8. for Poſſitive read Poſitive. P. 0.4 2 
I. Prove. P. 12. I. 8. r. Turretine. p- 24. J. 12. inſert f 
before Sin. p. 33. 1. 19. r. affecting. p. 34. I. 29, for or f, 
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